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CONSIDERATIONS 
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MAT a charge of a very ſerious nature was 

brought againſt me by the Rev. Charles 
Darſbeuy) was ſo clearly proved on the oy 
that I ſuppoſe there was not a fingle perſon in 
Court, who had any doubts about it. I am 
confident I. might hate appealed to the con- 
ſcience of ſeveral of his friends whom I ſaw 
there, for their having heard the flander from 
his own mouth, though they would perhaps 
have been ſhy of acknowleging it. But the 


Chief Juſtice, who preſided, not only declared 


himſelf fully ſatisfied of the defamation, but 
thought proper to publiſh it as his opinion, in 


oppoſition to thoſe who had fuid that the matter 
ought to have been pfiyately, and not publickly, 


inveſtigate], « that it was a duty incumbent on 
* me to have brought it, as I had done, to a 


- © public trial; and that my reputation could 


not have been ſufficiently vindicated by any 


* other means.” It is plain then, that his Lord- 
ſhip thought it thus ſufficiently vindicated, when 
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(4) 
my adverſary, though repeatedly called upon ta 
juſtify his affertions, thought proper to deny 


them; and that his Lordſhip was convinced the 


defamatory words were ſpoken, as given in evi- 
dence ; though he expreſſed ſome doubts whe - 
ther thoſe words had occaſioned the loſs of mar- 


riage; which, whether they had or not, made 


no difference as to the guilt of ſlander, although 
it affected materially the quantum of damages. 


from the verdict they gave. And even the gen- 
tlemen, who were retained as advocates for Mr. 
Daubeny, admitted both that there were no 
grounds fox the imputations caſt upon me, and 
that their client had ſpoken the words in queſ- 
tion, but urged in his defence, “ that he had 
te not ſpoken them with a malicious intention, 
6 but in confidence to à near relation, whom 
ce he ſought to diſſuade * þ diladvantage: | 
tous marriage,” | 

After all this, and after che An Jecifion 
of a tribunal, to which Mr. Daubeny ſays, “ he 
thought it his duty as a good citizen to ſub- 
*mit,“ what does he now mean by obtruding 
this affair once again upon the public notice? 


Hlas he diſcovered any new proof? Has he pro- 
duced a ſingle article, which was not equally 


ao; to him, and as much in his poſſeſſion be- 
| fore 


It is alſo plain, what was the opinion of the Jury - 


(3) 
fore the trial; as at this time? And if he thought 
it any wiſe material, either for his own juſtifi- 
cation, or my condemnation, why was it not 
then brought forward. With tenderneſs for me, 
or for the feelings and character of his ſiſter in 
law, no one, I believe; however prepoſſeſſed 
in his favor, will now be diſpoſed to credit him. 
But he knew that I came prepared with evi- 
dence to diſprove and obviate all he had to 
offer. Vet ſore with the diſgrace which he has 
brought upon himſelf, he is ſolicitous to bring 
in others to ſhare it with him. Hence he now 
_ artfully inſinuates under the form of reaſonable 
ſuſpicions, what he no lohger dares to repeat in 
the way of direct charge. And having cruelly 
treated a Lady; whoſe only crime was her at- 
tachment to me, and a ſtrict adherence to truth 
and juſtice; and contrived to alienate from her 
the affections of a parent, and other near rela- 
tions, by whom ſhe was tenderly and moſt deſer- 
vedly beloved; he now ſeeks to make it be- 
lieved, that the evidence which ſhe gave, tho” 
reluctantly, againſt him, was all falſe and incon- 
fiſtent, But in theſe repeated endeavours to 
blaſt her character and mine, I truſt he will find 
himſelf again diſappointed z and that 1 ſhall 
have reaſon in the end to thank him for hav- 
ing, though undefignedly, furniſhed me with an 
A 3 occaſion 
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occafion of manifeſting my innocence, from 
which his former mode of eee 
meant to preelude me. 

But as many, who will read this, are perhaps 
not in full poſſeſſion of his charge againſt me, 
- I hall beg leave to ſtate it in che very words 
which were given in upon the trilll. 

Mr. Charles Daybeny- having ſolicited, and 
at length obtained a reluctant hearing from Miſs 
Barnſton, proceeded to tell her; „That the 
dec will (meaning the laſt will of his fifter, my 
&« firſt wife) had been examined, and his bro- 
ce thers would declare the fignature was not the 
4c hand writing of their fiſter ; the witneſſes were 
« ſuſpicious z Mrs. Meade's ſervant would have 
tc been a more proper witneſs z but ſhe was ſent 
« out of the room when the will was figned; 
& ſhe has been queſtioned, and it is plain 
< enough that ſhe has been tampered with; 1 
c aſked what could be Mr. Meade's object in 
« acting this villainous part, and Mr. Daubeny 
*« anſwered, that his object was to ſecure the 
cc whole of his wife's fortune; who intended 
ce that part ſhould return to her own family, if 
e ſhe died without children; ſhe had intima- 
© ted as much to her brother James. Mr. C. 
Daubeny further added, When Mr. Meade told 
* at Spa, that my brothers were diſſatis- 
| c fied 
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& fied with my fiſter's diſpoſition. of her money, 

yu was, aſtoniſhed they could harbour ſuſpi- 
4 gions of his doing wrong, but I little knew 
te the grounds they had to ſuſpect him; : 1 am 
6 ſorry to ſay the more things are looked into, 
« the worſe they appear; my brothers, are. men 
cc of character, they aſſert nothing but what 
44 they can prove; they bave no objection to 
cc lay the caſe before Mr. Meade's moſt partial 
« friends; it has been ſent to Mr. Coham and 
. Dr. Blayney, and partial as Mr, Coham is to 
ce him, he, ſhook his head, ſaid it was a bad 
4e buſineſs, and begged to have nothing to do 
«« with it; and Dr. Bridle thought the will 
6c would be ſet aſide i in a court.“ 

- Theſe, were the charges, which with other 
aggranations Mr. Daubeny is proved to have 
brought, againſt me; and, from which he even 
now is bold enough to aſſert that my character 
is not ſuthciently. clear. But ſhould: any others 
be prevailed on by his artifices or bold aſſer- 
tions to think ſo, I would beg them to attend 
to the following ſtatement. 

It is well known, that when MiG 8 
honoured me with a declaration in my favour, 
the connection was violently oppoſeg by her four 
brothers, on account of the diſparity of fortune, 
it max, be preſumed, ſince in point of rank and 


A4 good 


Cs) 
a6 character 1 Was at leaſt upon an equal 
footing with themſelves. © At length it was pro- 
poſed by them, that her fortune ſhould be ſettled 
ſo as to revert to her own family! in the event of 
her dying without children. But this ſhe abſo- 
lutely refuſed, both as to the whole, or any part 
of it; which refuſal "gave ſuch offence, that 
neither her brothers nor any of her near rela- 


tions would have any concern in the ſetlement, 


and ſhe was obliged to have recourſe to firan- 
gers to tindertake the'truſt. A ſettlement was 
however made, and the ſum of 36001. was te- 
ſerved by it to be at her dun diſpoſal by will; 
but even this the directed to be conſidered as 
her huſband's, if the mould not think proper to 
give it away from him. The bninterrupted af- 
fection and confidence in which we ved” was 
obvious to all who knew us, and to none more 
ſo than to Mr. C. Daubeny hitniel, to Whom the 
addreſſed a letter from Ireſand not a great while 
before het death, on "account of a tniiſubder- 
ſtinding with her other brothers, and in which 
. Vs Daubeny then took his fiſter's part. 
The letter contained the Following paſſages. 
- «My deſign is to vindicate to thoſe friends 
«and relations, whom 1 love and eſteem, not 
my own character only, but that of my huſ- 
& dn * cannot NOS fink with grief at the 
| ce thought 
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& thought of his being treated with unkindbeft 
er by my relations; he who has attended me 
« during months of conſtant fickneſs, and for 
« ſeyeral years of ill health, with increaſing af- 

ce fęection and tenderneſs, and whoſe attentions I 
et believe now contribute to the preſerving of 
ee my life; who relinquiſhed his profeffion, be- 
&« cauſe my health would not ſuffer me to live 
«in K city, and quitted his country, relations, 
« 2nd friends, that I might de — with 
ee living near mine.“ 

After ſuch a declaration of her hie to 
me, can it appear at all ſtrange that ſhe ſhould 
think of giving a huſband, ſo tenderly beloved 
by her, a preference to her brothers in the diſ- 
poſal of her fortune, eſpecially a as (to quote a 
remark of Mr. Charles Daubeny made for a 
very different purpoſe) © the ſum ſhe had to 
tec jeave would have been but trifling when di- 
« vided, and her brothers were all men of 
bo fortune * „ whilſt our portion of property 
e (remarks Mrs. Meade in the letter above cited) 
e was far from abundant?” And no doubt for 
theſe reaſons it was, that Mr. Charles Daubeny 
himſelf, when I firſt joined him at Spa, and in- 
formed hit of the diffarisfaction of his brothers 
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; * 10 The Original is now in my poſſeſſion. 
with 
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with their fiſter's will, frankly declared, that he 
thought bis fiſten did right, and be always ſuppoſed. 
| Jhe-would do as ſhe bad done. But it is extremely 
fortunate for me, may I not ſay providential, 
conſidering, the length of time that lapſed ſince 
my wife's death þefore any objections were made 
ro ber wille, enen bes open and com- 
municatixe diſpgſition, I am not reduced to col 
lect from circumſtanoes only her intentions in 
my favor, but am furniſhed with the moſt 
ample and explicit declarations of chen, taken 
from her own mouth. 
When I returned Pal Ireland ; in ** en 
of 1791, after having received advices from 
ſome friends in England of the ſcandalous, re- 
ports concerning me, I brought with me ſuch 
documents, as would ſufficiently clear me from 
the imputation of any diſhoneſt proceeding, of 
which I knew myſelf to be innocent. It was 
alſo my defign to apply directly to the moſt j in- 
timate and coufidential friends of my wife, to 
whom I knew ſhe was in a habit of imparting 


c Mes. M. died in May 1788. Mr. D. ſays p. 11, that 

in April 1791, near three years after, the two brothers in- 

ſpected the original will, and ſeems to make that the date of 

their ſuſpicions about it. But it is certain, that theſe ſuſpi- 
cions were communicated by him to the Saw bridge family in 

Feb. 1791; Mr. M. being then in Ireland, and for a long time 

ignorant of what was at firſt only whiſpered againſt him. 


/ 
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all the ſecrets of her heart. To my infinite ſa- 
tisfaction, I found myſelf anticipated by the fol- 
lowing letter written by Mrs. Lyte, widow of 
the late Henry Lyte, Eſq; Treaſurer to the 
Prince of Wales, a relation of the Daubeny fa- 
mily, and one who had been in the moſt unre- 
ſerved confidence and friendſhip of Mrs. Meade 
for more than twenty years. It was addreſſed to 
the Lady of the Rev. Dr. Gunning, whom ſhe 
knew to have enjoyed an equal ſhare of Mrs: 
Meade's affection and confidence, and to have 
been a friend of ſtill longer ſtanding than her- 
felf. The letter does ſo much credit to the 
writer's heart and underſtanding, and is ſo ex- 
preſſive of its purpoſe, that I ſhall not need to 
make =y comment upon it. | 


; Netberclay Honſe, Fuly 1 3, N 
« DEAR Map AM, 

« SINCE I faw you at Bath, my 
© mind has dwelt much upon our ſhort con- 
« yerſation reſpecting the diſagreement that ſub- 
« fiſts between the Mr. Daubenys and Mr. 
& Meade. As I was then prevented- from ex- 

& prefling my ſentiments, I will take the liberty 


66 to mention them now, and to aſk you, who 
© Was 
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te was likewiſe a confidential friend of Mrs; 
cc Meade, if circumſtances do not appear to 
ec you in the ſame point of view. An account 
cc of the diſſatisfaction of the Mr. Daubenys, 
cc reſpecting our dear friend's laſt will, reached 
«© me from that quarter; but it not being ſaid 
cc immediately to myſelf, I had not an opportu- 
ce nity of replying to the ſubject, which huma- 
ec nity, truth, and juſtice would have prompted 
« me to de; even though I had felt no friend- 
« ſhip for any of the parties. For I have fo 
ce often heard Mts. Meade declare het inten- 
tc tion of leaving her whole fortune to her huſ- 
« band, that at her death I never aſked how ſhe 
« had diſpoſed of it, certainly concluding that 
cc the had fulfilled her intentions. You: know 
that ſhe was very open and communicative to 
« her intimate friends ; and both at Woodford, 
cc and at Eaſtwell, has ſhe frequently expatiated 
« largely to me on the goodneſs and kindneſs of 
« her huſband; that every thing was due to him 
ce from her; that ſhe ſhould certainly make her 
ce will entirely in his favor; for that her bro- 
« thers were in ample circumſtances, and there- 
« fore did not want it; and ſhe: has added, 
cc they have more already than they ſpend, and 
4 T ſhould be ungrateful to the beſt of huſbands, 
TY did not do the ſame by him as he has 

| « done 


( 13 ) 
ce done by me. That he was one of the beſt 
ce of huſbands, I believe you know as well as 
cc myſelf ; indeed I never knew a woman ſo per- 
ce fectly ſatisfied with the conduct of her huſ- 
te band; and ſhe had reaſon ; for both in health 
cc and ſickneſs his anxious care, tenderneſs, and 
cc attention were unremitted, as I have often 
cc witnefſed. His whole family alſo ſhewed her 
te the greateft attention. She uſed to tell me how 
ec happy ſhe was when in Ireland; and juſt be- 
55 fore our final ſeparation, ſhe ſeveral times ex- 
e preſſed her defire to be there. I wiſh I had 
* not burned her letter to me, written in her laſt 
ce illneſs, whilſt Mr. Meade was in Dublin; it 
te was exactly uniform with all her converſa- 
« tions, © wiſhing for the return of her dear 
* huſband, who was her beſt phyſician, friend, 
« and comforter.” Theſe were her words. By 
hat ſhe once ſaid to me at Eaſtwell, I judged 
that ſhe had bequeathed ſome ſmall legacies 
ff to her relations and friends; You and I were 
e of the number. But on reflection I ſuppoſe 
* ſhe thought, and very juſtly, that ſuch trifles 
were of no uſe individually, but altogether 
e made up a ſum, that would greatly diminiſh 
the fortune ſhe wiſhed to leave entire to her 
„ huſband. I think the Mr. Daubenys muſt 
f* miſunderſtand this matter, and I cannot help 

6 wiſhing 
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« wiſhing they could be informed of what I 

«6. knew to be their fiſter's ' ſentiments ; and as 1 

te dare ſay you. ſhared an equal degree of her 

« confidence,” poſſibly our united teſtimony 

ec would be of uſe to remove the doubts, which 
Lc have cauſed ſo much vexation. I ſhould be 

cc ſorry to be thought meddling, but the regard 

« J have for our dear friend's memory, and in- 

tc deed both for Mr. Meade and the Daubeny 
“family, makes it incumbent upon me to enter 

te into this detail of paſt circumſtances, which if 

* the Mr. Daubenys could be made acquainted 

« with, I flatter myſelf, as men of character and ; 

tc candor; they would not be offended, I am f 

C convinced, my dear Madam, that as a friend to 

ce the families, you are concerned at this miſun- 

c derſtanding, as much as myſelf, If you can 

c make any good uſe of this letter, you are at 

perfect liberty; for nothing will give me 

cc greatet latisfaction, than to be aſſiſting in re- 

« moving any unfavorable en Henn . 

4e Mr. Meade their brother - in- l w-. 

| cc T am, Dear Madam, &c. 


«MARY LYTE,” 


N. 


5 Upon hearing of tt in England, Mrs, 
WO ſent me the above letter accompanied 
Abi with 


6156 | 
with the following declaration, from | herſelf, 
Both letters are in my poſſeſſion. 


ct I have read with ſtrict attention Mrs, 

10 Lyte's letter to me dated July 13, 1791, con- 
ce taining her ſentiments reſpecting the uniform 
te intentions and the laſt will of our late dear 
te and mutual friend Mrs. Meade; and I can 
te ooncientiouſly declare, that there is not an ex- 
te preſſion in it, which I cannot poſitively, con- 
te firm, and know to be true. The miſunder- 
c ſtanding of her real intentions has led into 
te unfortunate differences thoſe friends, who 
te ought, to have been connected by the ties of 
cc affection, and a tender regard for her memory. 
c No one knew her heart better than myſelf; 
e and never did the loſe an opportunity of ex- 
Fe preſſing her gtatitude to Providence, for hav- 
601 ing bleſſed her with a huſband, who with unre- 
e mitting attention, through a long ſeries of ill 
te health, had behaved with ſuch Kindneſs, af- 
cc fection, and tenderneſs * towards her. It was 
te impoſſible for any one to be more ſenſible of 
« her happineſs, than the at all times appeared 
ce to be; and I have often heard her declare, 
when ſhe has been talking of her will, that 
Fc "Cru, inclination, and duty directed her 

66 to 
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< to leave every thing in her power to a man 
« who in every reſpect ſo well deſerved it 
« my brothers, ſaid ſhe, do not want any thing 
« from me, neither have they a right to expect 
« it.” TO fpeak of Mr. Meade after' what I 
ce have faid i is unneceſſary ; but I feel a ſort of 
« grateful affection for the man, who was the 
« means of making my earlieſt and deareſt 
« friend happy, and whoſe principles are ſuch; 
cc as to merit the eſteem: of -thoſe n more 
cc IONS of Judging than myſelf. - 1 
I 12 « ANNE ' GUNNING.” 
 Farnboro, * af 1 7 bl 


Beside Hes friends of Mrs. Meade, there 
were two, others, who had been from infancy, all 
through life as fiſters to her; Mrs. Baker, Lady 
of Jeremy. Baker, Eſq; of Redland-Court, near 
Briſtol; and; Miſs Baker, his fiſter. To theſe 
I thought proper, to ſend Mrs. Lyte's letter, 
and to defire their ſentiments, They wh me 
the following anſwers. _ 3 

oa. 31, 1791. Extract from Mrs, Baker's letter, 
I am ſure I can with truth confirm what-I 
ec ſaw in Mrs. Lyte's letter; my opinion ex- 
v * coincides with hers; and I have often 
02 ce "_ 


(WF 2 
te heard my dear friend Mrs. Meade make uſe 
« of many of om expreſſions contained in 


tc her letter. $035 
K K. BAKER.” 


Miſs BAKER to Mr. MEADE, Sept. 1791: 
-.£.41;4 ai: RA GI ill 
« I cannot help expreſſing wonder and afto- 
ce niſhment at the charges, which you ſay are 
6 laid againſt you — it is impoſſible for me to 
ce tell, how often I have heard Mrs. Meade ſay, 
ce that ſhe had one of the beſt and kindeſt of 
te huſbands. The letter of Mrs. Lyte to Mrs. 
« Gunning ſpeaks ſo exactly and truly the ſen- 
« timents of our lamented friend, that I need 
cc only refer to that letter; I myſelf have heard 
Mrs. Meade uſe the very ſame expreſſions 
« that are in it, reſpecting the diſpoſal of her 
c“ property, as well as thoſe of affection towards 
« you. I am, &c, 


* MARY BAKER.” 


The Rev. Mr. Archdeacon Coham was Mi- 
niſter of the pariſh, in which we refided during 
che laſt eight years of Mrs. Meade's life. For 


7 — and his lady, Mrs. Meade had a moſt per- 
B fect 


( 18 ) 


information, which came from them, was not lefs 


ſatisfactory than that before cited. Mr. Coham 


ſays, „“ that Mrs. Meade's general language 


« and ſentiments left no doubt in his mind 
ce upon this ſubject ; but he had till better 
ce proof; for before Mrs. Meade went laſt to 
ec Ireland, ſhe had been talking much of making 
bc her will, and he aſked her © what buſineſs, 
% Madam, have you to make a will at all?” 
to which ſhe replied, “ that I may have the ſa- 
« tisfaction of giving to my huſband, and not 
* leave it to the k 26; do.” | 


© Mrs. Coham ths ſame general account 
of Mrs. Meade's language and ſentiments ; and 
added a converſation ſhe particularly remem- 
bered to have had with her upon the ſubject of 
her property. Mrs. Meade lamented that 


e her mother ſhould have left 2oool. of her 


« (Mrs. M's) fortune to her brothers upon her 
«. dying without children; ſhe thought that ſhe 
cc ſhould have had a power to do with that, as 


« with the reſt of her property, by giving it to 
« her huſband, who had the beſt title to it.” 


| Every one of theſe perſons attended the trial | 
before. my Lord Kenyon, and were ready to 
| { verify 


| LI 

verify upon oath their ſeveral atteſtations, had 
not Mr. Daubeny's denial of the charge pre- 
cluded the enquiry I wiſhed for, 

I cannot forbear citing another authority, ex- 
trated” from a letter written to me fince the 
trial by Sir Richard Muſgrave, who formerly 
practiſed at the Iriſh Bar, and having come over 
to England on buſineſs, viſited frequently at my 
houſe in Eſſex in the years 1776, 1777, and 
1778, upon terms of the greateſt familiarity. 


Extract from Sir Richard Muſgrave's letter. 
„ Your extraordinary affairs with Mr. Charles 
C Daubeny have reached us here. I dined 
« lately at Lord S——'s, where the ſubject 
cc was talked over, and all felt equal indig- 
« nation. I loſe. no time to inform you, and 
« you may call upon me to atteſt it in any 
„ manner you pleaſe, that when I uſed to viſit 
« at your houſe in Eſſex ſeveral years ago, 
tc the late Mrs. Meade conſulted me upon the 
c mode of making her will, under the idea 
ce that ſome peculiar form might be neceſſary 
&« in leaving her fortune to her huſband.” 


© After ſuch full and complete information of 
my wife's intentions, and the principle of them, 
Wont” | B 2 | to 
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to moſt of which Mr.” Daubeny had the fame 
means of acceſs as myſelf, I truſt I may be 
credited in aſſerting, that a former will of her's 
(of which ſo much has been ſaid, merely becauſe 
it was believed not to exiſt) in no reſpect varied 
from thoſe intentions, except in leaving ſome 
pecuniary legacies to a great number of her re- 
lations and friends. Inſtead of theſe the after- 
wards choſe to ſubſtitute rings, which ſhe fup- 
poſed would be equally acceptable by way of 
memorials. By her defire therefore, when we - 
were in Ireland, I drew up a ſketch of a will 
according to inſtructions taken from her own 
mouth, and left it with her to copy and execute 

at her leiſure. This however ſhe had poſtponed 
for various reaſons, till ſhe was ſeized with an 
illneſs, which in the end proved fatal to her. 
On my return from Dublin, where I had been 
for ſome time detained upon bufineſs, I found 
her extremely ill in bed, and much diffatisfied 
with herſelf for not having written the will. At 
length becoming ſenfible of her danger, ſhe 
earneſtly requeſted that a ſhort will might be 
prepared, appointing her huſband univerſal Le- 
gatee and Executor, which, ſhe ſaid, would be 
ſufficient, as I already knew all her mind, and 
ſhe was ſure would fulfil it. Accordingly my . 
brother (for I was — to the taſk) wrote 

ſuch 
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tuch a will as ſhe defired, and, together with his 
Lady, and an elderly Relation, who was then in 
the houſe, witneſſed the execution of it. Their 
affidavits are annexed, together with letters from 
the two phyficians who attended my wife in her 
illneſs, and whoſe ſentiments I had defired, on 
underſtanding that the ſtate of her mind had 
been called-in queſtion. And becauſe my brother 
was repreſented as an exceptionable witneſs (I 
ſuppoſe becauſe he was my brother) 1 thought 
proper, for the ſatisfaction of thoſe who knew 
him not, to bring over ſuch teſtimonials of his 
character, as will be abundantly ſufficient to 
ſtamp credibility upon it. - 


Borough of Belfaſt, 
County of 1 


Rev. Richard Meade, \ Meade, Clerk, came this 
ſworn July 29, 1791. J day before me, and made 

oath on the Holy Evan- 
— that he was preſent and a witneſs ſomc 


Affidavit of the The Reverend Richard 


time in the month of May, 1788, when Mary © 


Meade, the late wife of his brother Thomas 

Meade, figned and executed her will a few days 

before her death; that on the ſame day, to the 
B 3 beſt - 


„ 

beſt of Deponent's recollection and belief, De- 
ponent adminiſtered the ſacrament to her, at her 
earneſt defire; that at both tranſactions ſhe ap- 
peared to Deponent perfectly compoſed and 
collected in her ſenſes. In receiving the ſacra - 
ment, Deponent never ſaw greater devotion or 
reſignation; and at ſigning her will, though 
much reduced in body, ſupported by pillows, 
and with a tremulous hand, ſhe appeared to 
poſſeſs great firmneſs and ſteadineſs of mind. 


RICHARD MEADE, 


Sworn before me this 29th day of 
July, 1791, WX. BrisTow, - 
Sovereign of Belfaſt, 


Borough of Belfaſt, 
County of Antrim. 5 


Honorable Mary Meade, \ Meade came this day 
Sworn July 29, 1792. J before me, and made 
_  oathonthe Holy Evan- 

geliſts, that enen was preſent when Mary 
Meade, the wife of Thomas Meade, Eſq; exe- 
cuted her will a few days before her death in the 
month of May, 1788, at which time, and during 
the 


Affdavir of the ] The Honorable Mary 


r | 
the whole courſe of her illneſs, ſhe appeated 
to Deponent in full and . poſſeſſion of 
her ſenſes. 775 

wk MARY er 

Sworn before me this 29th day of Ja 
July, 1791, Wut. Burrows, Wes 
Sovereign of Belfaſt. OY 


** 4 . 
. 


ene 


County of Cork. | 


Afidavi of Sarah Williams, Sarah Williams, 
© Sworh July 2 3, 1791. late of the City of 
Cork, and now of 

Killany, in the County of Cork, widow, came 
this day before me, and made oath” on the Holy 
Evangeliſts, that in the month of May, 1788, this 
Deponent was preſent in the City of Cork, and 
. ſaw Mary the wife of Thomas Meade, Eſq; 
execute her laſt will and teſtament; and that 
this Deponent figned her name to the faid will, 


as a witneſs; and that the ſaid will was executed 


two or three days before the death of the ſaid 
Mary; at which time, this Deponent faith, that 
the faid Mary Meade was compoſed, refigned, 
ä 


and perfectly collected, though reduced and ex- 
hauſted in ſtrength from long and ſevere illneſs. | 


; SARAH WILLIAMS. 


Soom befors me this 2 23d day of 
July, 1791, Joaux Kexxy, _ 4 
of his Majeſty's Juſtices ofthe, © |; 
Peace for the ſaid County. n 


Dr. CALANAN to the Rev. Mr. MEADE. 


rb FJub 5 
66 Dax SIR, 10 

6 Sir John Haly's „ 2 
« my anſwering you immediately on receipt of 

« your letter. I incloſe you his, , thoughts, on 
the ſubject in queſtion. . | 
If it were-neceſlary to, make 2 more formal 
ec declaration of our opinion, it ſhould be done; 
© but as this inſinuation is too abſurd ta admit 
* of any legal diſcuſhon, I hope, our fimple re- 
lation of Mrs, Meade's caſe will be a ſufficient 
*“ refutation of this foul ſlander. Were there 
| cc no other circumſtances but the very name of 
ce her diſorder, it would be ſufficient to preclude 
te any charge of the kind. The complaint i in her 
* bowels, under which ſhe had laboured ſo long, 
«Cc 18 


( 25 ) 

« is ſeldom or never attended with any derange- 
c ment of the mind, except towards the laſt 
© moments, when a mortification is taking place. 
« J too well recolle&, that her chance of reco- 
cc very would have been much greater, had her 
& perceptions been leſs acute, and her ſenſes leſs 
e collected; as in that caſe ſhe would have 
&« judged leſs for herſelf, and left more room 
for medical aſſiſtance. 


« A whiſper of ſo baſe a nature could never 


« be hearkened to in this country, where the 
cc reſpectability and honor of your family is too 
& well known, without ſaying a word of the 
© many creditable friends, who vifited at your 
cc houſe at the time. This is really ſo wretched, 
&« ſo contemptible an endeavour to diſturb your 
5 brother's peace of mind, that I hope he will 


c have fortitude enough to treat it as it deſerves. 


« If any atteſtation of Sir John, or mine, be in 


c the leaſt degree requiſite to prove Mrs. Meade 


being perfectly in her ſenſes during the whole 
« ſtate of her laſt illneſs, you may depend on 
our being at all times ready to certify it in the 
« ſtrongeſt manner. 


DN 41 1 beg my reſpedts to your family 7 


| 46 And remain, &c. 


« JOHN CALANAN, M. D. 


ö 
| 
| 
| 
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Sir JOHN HAI V, M. D. to Dr. CALANAN. 
$3339. Data a 2 Juh 2 ner. 

% DEAN Doc ron, I : | 4 7 
e T received your letter this morning, 
ic in which you wiſh to hear from me, what 
« ſtate of mind Mrs. Meade was in before 
& ſhe died. I attended her with you the laſt 
&« ſeven days of her life; during which time the 
“% was as perfectly in her ſenſes, as any patient 
ec I ever, attended. Now give me leave to aſk 
6 you, Why this queſtion ? 0 

4 Yours moſt fincerely, 2 


0 JOHN HALY.”- 


The infinuations, * that my brother was a 
ſuſpicious witneſs,” are too uncharitable to en- 
title them to my notice; yet I cannot help 
embracing the opportunity they afford me, to 
vindicate to ſtrangers the character of an exem- 
plary miniſter. The moment that the Biſhop 
of his dioceſe, and the vicar- general heard the 
ſhameful hints upon this ſubject, they ſent me 
the following notes. ist R * 


BISHOP 


(:w I 
BISHOP. of DOWN's LETTER. 


« Ir is with great ſurprize I find myſelf | 


«« applied to for. the character of the Reverend 
« Mr. Meade. I have known him intimately 


c more than twenty years, and J declare, that 


« do not believe there exiſts an honeſter man, 
ce a better chriſtian, or a more exemplary cler- 


« gyman. If I knew any ſtronger terms in 


ce which I could expreſs my opinion of him, 
ce 1 ſhould be glad to make uſe of them. I 
tec have brought him from the moſt diſtant part 
5 of Ireland to this country, in order to have 
te the happineſs and the credit of mag ares, Off 
him into my dioceſe. 


2 WILLIAM DOWN and CON NOR.” 
Purchſburn, Fuly 27, 1791. x 


TE 


LETTER of the VICAR-GENERAT 
os CONNOR. 


| 2 Auguſt 3, 1791. 

“ have been applied to, to bear teſti- 

ec mony to the character of the Rev. Mr. Meade. 

I feel. great embarraſſment in attempting to 

* n to the credit of a gentleman, who 
«ce 1s 


\ 
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« is my equal in every point of view, but in 
« years. But whether my opinion is called for 
4 as vicar general of the dioceſe, or as a chief 
«© magiſtrate, 'or . as miniſter of the pariſh in 
e which we both reſide, or as a clergyman” of 
& * above thirty years ſtanding, I cannot refuſe to 
« give my opinion on a ſubje&, to which I am 
& abundantly competent. His reputation can 
£ be queſtioned only where he is not known; 
« and it is with ſorrow and humiliation I learn, 
« that there may. poſſibly be a neceſſity of vin- 
& dicating the character of ſo worthy a man 
4 amopgſt thoſe who are ſtrangers to him. -I 
e have known Mr. Meade in babits of intimacy ' 
« and of confidence fince his introduction into 
this dioceſe, and I ſolemnly declare, that in 
cc my intercourſe with mankind, I have never 
& known a man more uniformly influenced by 
« the ſtricteſt principles of religion, truth, and 
honor. As a fincere chriſtian, an exemplary 
« clergyman, and an uſeful and amiable member 
« of the community in which he lives, I have 
- —_—_ few equal, none ſuperior. 


2 1 
4 Vicar Gen. of the dioceſe of Connor, 


. nk . . © ſovereign of the borough, miniſter 
of the pariſh of Belfaſt,” 
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If any thing can be ſtronger than theſe teſti- 
monials, it is the following addreſs, conveyed 
five years ago to the late Biſhop of Cork, in 
Bath; it is ſigned by the principal Gentlemen, 
Bankers, and Merchants of the city of Cork; and 
it was done upon the occaſion of the Biſhop of 
Down inviting the Rev. Mr. Meade into his 
dioceſe, and the unwillingneſs of his old friends 
to part with him. 


To the Right Rev. Father in God, ISAAC, 
by Divine Providence, Lord BISH ON of 
CORK and ROSS. 


cc WE, the underſigned pariſhioners of the 
_ & pariſh of St. Paul's, in the city of Cork, with 
« the utmoſt reſpe& and deference for your 
« Lordſhip's public and private character, take 
« the liberty to recommend to your Lordſhip 
ce the Rev. Richard Meade, as a perſon eminently 
« deſerving of your Lordſhip's countenance and 
favor. We are induced to expreſs to your 
« Lordſhip the high eſtimation in which Mr. 


Meade is juſtly held among us, for a laudable 
* and diligent diſcharge of the duties of his 


« ſacred 


| 
| 
| 
[1 
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ce ſacred office, a benevolent and unremitting 
cc attention to the poor, and a general conduct 


« highly exemplary in a chriſtian miniſter, 


cc Theſe are the virtues, which have endeared 
ce him to his flock, and juſtly gained him the 
ct eſteem and admiration of all ranks of people 
ce in this city. 

c If your Lordſhip's health permitted 
cc you to reſide among us, we ſhould deem it 
ce unneceſſary to ſtate Mr. Meade's character to 
«you. We ſhall only add, that, as every perſon 
« muſt feel joy in ſeeing favors ſhewn to the de- 
&« ſerving, we conceive that no ſatisfaction can 
cc be greater than that, which ariſes in a virtuous 
ec mind from an action, that rewards the meri- 
cc torious, excites an emulation in doing good, 
cc and acquires the applauſe and gratitude of all 
ce who are concerned, With profound duty 
cc and reſpect, &c.“ 1352 


= Signed by 45 of the principal gentlemen,” 


There is ſtill one teſtimony more, which I wiſh 


to bring forward]; it is that of the maid-ſervant, 
| Who is ſaid to have been ſent out of the room | 


when the will was — and to have been after- 
wards 


8 
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wards tampered with by me. Both theſe charges 
ſhe ſolemnly denied upon oath at the trial; and 
would have added ſomething more, had not 
Mr. Daubeny's counſel thought proper to ſtop 
her. The following letter was written by her 
to the Rev. Dr. Blayney, at the recommendation 
of Mr. Lyte, in whoſe ſervice ſhe then lived, 
and to whom ſhe had related the circumſtances, 
which ſhe was, and is ſtill ready to atteſt upon 
oath. 


To the Rev. Dr. BLAYNEY. 


Nov. 1791. 
© HoxoRED Sir, 

% Havixs been aſked queſtions con- 
te cerning my late maſter and miſtreſs, Mr. and 
« Mrs. Meade, I have taken the liberty of 
cc troubling you with my ſentiments and obſer- 
ic yations, which I was able to make during the 
ce ſeven years which I lived in their ſervice, I 
« never could diſcern but they always lived to- 
« gether in the greateſt mutual affection, and 
ce that Mr. Meade was always the kindeſt and 
ce the beſt of huſbands; and whenever Mrs. 
c“ Meade was ill, which was very often, as her 
« health was very indifferent, Mr. Meade always 

| cc nurſed 
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cc nurſed her and attended her i in the kindeſt ind 
cc rendereſt manner, and never wou'd leave her 
cc a moment; and ſhe was always better pleaſed 
cc with every thing that he did for her, than with 
cc what any one elſe could do; and ſhe was always 
4c unhappy when he was abſent from her, which 
« was her reaſon for her going to Ireland, as ſhe 
c could not bear the thoughts of her being 
4 parted from Mr. Meade for ſo long a time, 
c as his buſineſs obliged him to ſtay there. 
« When Mrs. Meade was taken ill, Mr. Meade 
« was very unfortunately from home, and Mrs. 
« Meade, out of tenderneſs. for him, 'did not 
cc like to inform him of her illneſs, for fear of 
«© making him unhappy, as he was then in 
« Dublin upon buſineſs; and it would have 
c been very inconvenient for him to leave it, 
“e till he had ſettled it. She was very anxious 
c for his return, and did often ſay, that ſhe ſhould 
6 ſoon be well, if he was at home; and that he 
„ knew better what to give her than all the 
cc phyficians in the world; not but that ſhe had 
&« every kindneſs and attention ſhewed her by 
Mr. Meade's friends, who all had the greateft 
s affection for her. When Mr. Meade came 
home, ſhe was ſo overjoyed to ſee him, that 
« the moment he entered the room ſhe burſt into 
& tears: from tis time till ſhe died, Mr. Meade's 
c attention. 


2 

ct attention to her was unbounded, He never 
<« would leave her a moment, but nurſed her, 
« and ſat up at nights with her, till he was quite 
« worn out with fatigue and grief, and was ſo 
&« ill, that I was very much afraid he would have 
ce ſhared the ſame fate. There never was a more 
ec afflicting ſcene, than the parting of ſuch a 
« happy couple; her expreſſions to him were 
cc the moſt tender and affectionate. She often 
e ſaid, ſhe had not a wiſh. or deſire to live, but 
« for Mr. Meade's ſake; and how ſorry ſhe was 
« to leave him, and that all the world but him 
& was indifferent to her. I remember her ex- 
« preſſions to him very often, When he has been 
6 going to give her her medicines, or any thing 
| «elfe'to' take; ſhe would look up at him in the 
10 moſt affoctionate manner, and ſay, « God 
« bleſs you, you are the beſt man in the 
« world;” and many * were her expreſſions 
« till her laſt moments. 

«© As to her will, here was no myſtery or 
te ſecreſy in ſettling her affairs ; the weather at 
« that time being very hot, the door of her room 
&« was always left open, and I was not abſent 
from her half an hour in all her illneſs. She 
* enjoyed her ſenſes to the laſt, except a few 
*© ramblings at firſt waking after ſhe had taken 
80 laudanum, but recovered from them in a few 

C © minutes. 
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& minutes. All that I have ſaid, and all that 
I can ſay, will fall ſhort of expreſſing Mr. 
« Meade's goodneſs, as the kindeſt and the very 
8 e of huſbands. | 

« am, Honored Sir, &c, 


« ANN BOUCHER.”», | 


* Mr. D. who ſeems willing to ſpare no one that has come 
forth in my favor, plainly inſinuates, that this girl muſt have 
been guilty of prevarication, in conſequence of what ſhe is 
faid to have declared to a maid of Mrs. D. (See his pamphlet, 
p. 6, J.) But ſurely a perſon of leſs ſagacity than Mr. 
Daubeny, but with a ſmall portion of candour beſides, might 
eaſily have ſeen, that it was very poſſible for a ſervant to have 
been in the room, where à certain ' bufineſs was tratiſacted, 
without knowing the particular nature of that tranſactiou, not 
being called upon to bear a. part in it; and yet when after; 
wards told, that a will was at that time ſigned, to have heen 
very certain that ſhe was not ſent out of the room, but was 
preſent at, though not a witneſs to;/ the ſigning of the will. 
In like manner, on being informed that there were two:wilk 
exiſting (or ſuch, as might be ſo called) of which one was 
actually executed, but contained no particulars; the other a 
ſketch only, but containing various particulars, with which I 
thought myſelf equally bound to comply, 4s if it hat paſſed 
through all the legal forms, would any man of eommon ſenſe 
have doubted, which of thoſe wills I wiſhed to conſult for 
directions concerning the funeral, or have failed to make the 
diſtinction, which the uninformed maid-ſervant was not qua- 
ified to make? 


I have 
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1 have now produced all that I think is ne- 
ceflary to juſtify me reſpecting the will, and 
ſubmit it to the judgment of the candid reader, 
without troubling either him or myſelf with a 
ſpecial diſcuſſion of the points, on which the 
Meſſrs. Daubeny pretend to have formed their 
ſuſpicions, or pointing out their inconſiſtencies, 
The time, I hope, will be better employed in vin- 
dicating my / preſent wife from the aſperſions 
which have been caſt upon her, both for the 
part ſhe took previous to' the trial, and the evi- 
dence ſhe gave on that occaſion. 


AND, firſt; ſhe ſtands reproached by her 
mother and others for breach of confidence, in 
betraying to Mr. Meade what her brother-in-law 
had ſaid of him. This at leaſt admits, that Mr. 
Daubeny did ſay what ſhe witneſſed againſt him. 
And knowing, as ſhe did, that Mr. Meade was 
perſecuted by Mr. Daubeny'for no other cauſe 
than his attachment to her, could ſhe in honour 
have done otherwiſe than inform him of what 


was-ſaid in his abſence to the ruin of his cha- 


rater, that he might be prepared to vindicate 
it ? T here was ſtill another reaſon that urged 
C 2 her 


1 
her to do as ſhe did, which was, that her own 
happineſs ſeemed to be intereſted in it. Not- 
withſtanding Mr. Daubeny's influence with her 
mother and other relations, there was à very 


reſpectable branch of the family, who ſaw leſs 
to object to Mr. Meade on account of his quarrel 
with Mr, Daubeny, than the reſt did; and thought 
it reaſonable to ſupport the liberty of Miſs Barn- 
ſton's choice, in oppoſition to the caprice or 
prejudices of a brother-in-law. By theſe Mr. 
Meade was encouraged to renew his addrefles, 

after having been repulſed by Mrs. Barnſton; 
and in all probability the juſtice. of their inter- 
ference might at length have prevailed, had not 
Mr. Daubeny come forward in time with his 
ſhocking allegations. Then it was, that her 
friends repreſented to her the impoſſibility of 
their countenancing a connection with a perſon, 
whoſe character was queſtionable, and pointed 
out ſtrongly the neceffity there was for Mr. 
Meade to clear himſelf, if he could. Her own 
ideas correſponded exactly with thoſe of her 
friends. She could not bear to think of mar- 
rying a man of a blaſted reputation; and con- 
vinced as ſhe herſelf was of his blameleſſneſs 
and integrity, her own honor, ſhe thought, 
required that the world ſhould think well of 

him too. What was ſhe then to do? She was 


not 
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not injoined ſecreſy by Mr. Daubeny, as to what 
he reported to her. On the contrary, © If I had 
c afked Mr. D. (ſays ſhe, in a letter+ to her mo- 
ce ther) whether I ſhould tell it again, he would 


ce have ſaid, yes, with all my heart.“ And again, 
(in a letter to her“ fiſter) *I told Mr. Meade 
c and Dr. Blayney what my brother told me, 
ce as coming from his brothers; I faid as you 
cc ſaid, that he was not the author of this affair; 
cc and I knew he did not care for my repeating 


cc what he told me, becauſe it did not come 


& from him, and becauſe, he ſaid, they had in- 
&« formed Mr. Meade of the particulars,” In 
fact, Miſs Barnſton did not at the time believe 
that Mr. Daubeny had ſpoken any thing from 
himſelf, but at ſecond hand from his brothers, 
who were prepared, as they boaſted themſelves, 
to make good their aſſertions. She therefore 
ſuppoſed they would do as they ſaid, and that 
matters would be brought, to a diſcuffion be- 
tween them and Mr. Meade, (not in a court of 
law, which never entered into her head, but 
before a meeting of friends) when ſhe was per- 
ſuaded, that Mr. Meade would be able to make 


+ Cited page 41 of Mr, D.'s pamphlet, 
DC Ibid, 
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( 33 ) 
his innocence appear, to the ſatisfaction even of 
his accuſers. And thus ſhe flattered herſelf with 
a momentary belief, that ſhe might become the 
means of reconciling perſons together again, who, 
through miſapprehenſion only, had been eſtranged 
from each other. Unhappily ſhe was but too 
ſoon convinced, that the Meſſrs. Daubeny meant 
nothing leſs, than to allow Mr, Meade an oppor- 
tunity of vindicating himſelf from the charges, 
Which had been brought againſt him. But on 
* which fide ſoever the propoſed arbitration failed, 
it certainly was not her fault that it did ſo. She 
conjured, ſhe intreated in the ſtrongeſt terms, 
both Mr. Meade and his friends, to make every 
conceſſion poſſible, that might prevent a public 
iſſue, which of all things ſhe moſt dreaded, 
And when ſhe ſaw things almoſt inevitably 
tending to ſuch a crifis, ſhe even condeſcended 
to offer Mr, Meade her hand, on condition of 
bis diſcontinuing all legal proceedings. But the 
die was caſt; Mr, Meade could not then recede, 
nor conſent to ſacrifice his honour to any conſi- 
ſiderations whatever, The miſery Miſs Barnſton 
felt on this occaſion was extreme, and cannot 
be better expreſſed, than by ſtating the letters, 
that paſſed between her and her friends on both 
ſides before the trial; ſome of them preſſing | 


and wm her from giving any evidence in 
; court, 


(99 ) 
court, others urging every argument to convince 
her of the duty and neceſſity of it. Her mother 
wrote to her thus: „I muſt tell you, that if 
«© Mr. Meade begins with law, your brother will 
«© go on with ir, and other perſons in the family 
« be brought forward; in which caſe, your 
c mother, if God enables her, muſt appear to 
« give evidence againſt her daughter, as ſhe will 
c not fit quiet, and ſee her ſon-in-law's character 
« ſacrificed to Mr. Meade.“ * 


About the ſame time, another letter from Mr. 
Sikes to Mr. Goddard, was ſhewn to Miſs Barn- 
ſton, in which were the following words: “ Mrs. 
« Barnſton ſees her daughter's conduct, in ap- 
56 pearing againſt Mr. Daubeny, in ſuch a light, 
ce that the mother and daughter can never ſee 
each other again, if ſhe goes into court.“ 


Miſs Barnſton was fo diſtreſſed by theſe let- 
ters, that ſhe wrote to Mr. Meade in the following 
language: My comfort is for ever broken up; 
« alienated from my mother, and driven to ap- 
« pear a chief evidence againſt a brother, with 


of The letter is given at large in C. D.'s pamphlet, page 52; 


the above extract is here ſufficient. 
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„ whom for twelve years I lived in perfect amity 


* and friendſhip, and the huſband of my deareſt 
& ſiſter the whole world is indifferent to me; 


* 6 and what was once a paradiſe of peace and 
c harmony, is now a ſcene of wretchedneſs and 


« diſcord. If you muſt purſue law, I only pray, 


that I may die when the trial is over.“ 


In the ſame afflicted ſtile ſhe wrote alio to 


Mr. Coham and Dr. Blayney, beſeeching them 
to uſe their influence with Mr. Meade to give up 


his ſuit at law; and ſhe received the following 
anſwers, 


Archdeacon COHAM to Miſs BARNSTON. 


Potterne, May 1792. 
c DEAR MADAM, 
] receive your diſtreſſing letter, and 
* could fill this with lamenting your hard caſe ; 
« but neither charity to your relations, nor your 
eon reluctances, muſt be indulged, to the in- 


jury of my friend, or his cauſe. You know 


ce that Dr. Blayney 1 ON always an advocate for 
* arbitration ; but now he doubts with me. If 
* our virtue ſeem ſomewhat auſtere, you are to 
0 conſider, what two rigid maſters you have to 

« ſerve, 


| 
| 


CW 3 
£ ſerve, Truth and Juſtice :' theſe muſt be your 
cc counſellors for conſolation. | 
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5 I am, dear Madam, &c, 
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Dr. Blayney, finding that ſhe ſtill wanted great 
ſupport to ſatisfy her mind, and ſtrengthen it for 
an appearance 4n court, expreſſed himſelf in the 
following energetic terms. 


— 


Poulſhot, May 27, 1792, 


«© Dear MADAu, 


«© With reſpect to your perſonal diſtreſs, 
te heaven knows how fincerely I pity you; and 
cc would go a great way to relieve you, if I knew 
* how to do it, without violating the principles 
« of honor, jnſtice, and friendſhip. But can I 
e perſuade Mr. Meade, would you even wiſh he 
cc ſhould be perſuaded, to facrifice the deareſt 
e ifitereſts of his life, for the ſake of ſparing 
te you thoſe uneaſy. ſenſations, of which you are 
te ſo apprehenſive? Call to mind, how often you 
te have yourſelf urged upon him the neceſſity of 
t yindicating his character. Nor can you now 

„think of giving him up, without incurring 
a 66 even 


| ( 42) 
„even greater infamy, than would fall to his 
& ſhare, How am I ſhocked at hearing of a 
4c parent, of relations, and friends, foliciting you 
& to. bid defiance to every moral and religious 
&« confideration; and preſſing you to proſtitute - 
your conſcience, for the ſake of ſparing an un- 
feeling brother-in-law (a moſt unfeeling one 
ihe has been to you!) a diſgrace, which he 
te has, you know, moſt audacioufly provoked, 
ce I will-not ſay with what eye the laws of their 
cc country will be diſpoſed to regard, and reſent, 
* ſuch pernicious attempts to corrupt the evi- 
« dence, which public juſtice calls for; but I will 
c be bold, as a chriſtian miniſter, to ſay, that in 
c the fight of God they are moſt abominably 
« wicked. For what in the name of God do 
r they tempt you to do? You cannot evade 
4 appearing] in court, whither you are ſum- 
% moned. It is well known, what you have 
rc already openly and voluntarily declared. And 
« do they expect you publicly to falfify and con- 
* tradi& yourſelf ? Do they expect you to pre- 
“& varicate in the face of God, and the world? 
“Do they require you to perjure yourſelf by - 
* ſuppreſſing one tittle of the truth? Heaven 
* forbid, that you ſhould be ſo profligately 
wicked, and at once give up all hopes of both 
4. 1 Pin and eternal happineſs! Did Mr. Meade's 


5 I cc cauſe 


( 8) 


5 cauſe require any ſuch ſupport, believe me, I 
| * would inſtantly, and with abhorrence, renounce 
ce jt, But no ſuch thing; truth, and truth only, 
« js its ſute ground of dependence. They ter- 
« rify you with threats of “ bringing your 
e mother into court to ſwear againſt you.“ 
« Truſt me, they dare not do it; they dare not 
cc expoſe her to public examination. How much 
cc ſoever under undue influence, I cannot believe 
« her ſo unptincipled, as to deliver an evidence 
te upon oath contrary to truth, And you muſt 
c know, how much her ſpeaking what ſhe 
« knows to be true, muſt ſerve Mr. Meade's 
cc cauſe. Nothing but pity and compaſſion for 
« her, and for you, has prevented Mr. Meade 
* from ſubpœnaing her. But if ſhe appears, 
ce Jet the inhumanity lie with thoſe that brought 
cc her forward, ſhe muſt be cloſely and OP 
c interrogated. | 
« Your ſituation, Madam, I muſt confeſs to 
cc be a hard one. You are called to a ſevere 
ce trial, a painful ſtruggle between natural af - 
& fection and conſcience. But the greater the 
7 difficulty, the greater will be your reward, if 
tc you ſtedfaſtly perſevere in doing what is right. 
« The laws of God,” you know, are ever to be 
preferred to the will of man; nor are we at 
Fc W to comply with the requiſitions of an 
« carthly 


(' 44 ) 


& earthly parent, when inconfiſtent with thoſe 
cc eternal obligations of truth and juſtice, which 
cc are laid upon us by our heavenly one. On 
| & the contrary, our religion expreſsly requires 
cc us to give up the neareſt and deareſt relations, 
cc rather than forego one of thoſe primary duties, 
cc which it inforces on our practice. He that 
cc loveth father or mother more than me, is not worthy 
6 of me. Do they threaten you then with break- 
6 ing off all connection with you? Fear them 
cc not. If they forſake you for doing what is 
ce juſt and right, there is yet one that will take 
& you up, that both can and will compenſate 
ce the loſs by other friends. And dread not the 
« reproach of men, whilſt you have the teſtimony 
& of your on conſcience in your favor, and 
ce the certainty of being approved by Almighty 
« (God. But ſhould you be prevailed upon to 
& do what God and your own heart muſt con- 
ee demn, you may well tremble for the conſe- 
& quences; the loſs of peace of mind here, and 
cc eternal miſery hereafter. 

„ Vou will pardon me, Madam, for having 
te thus taken upon me to remind you of your 
c duty; not that I think you ignorant of it, 
tc but to keep you ſtedfaſt under trial, and to 
e oppoſe the artifices of thoſe who would miſ- 
& lead you, Let Mr, S. if you pleaſe, or any 


N . « other, 


( 45 ) 
« other, ſee what I have written; if they can 
'« diſprove it, let them do it; if not, let them 
ec ceaſe to trouble you. I purpoſe being in 
London on tueſday; I glory in ſtanding by 
4c. Mr. Meade, as an oppreſſed and injured man; 


« and I truſt I ſhall not be aſhamed of the juſtice 
«of his cauſe. You know my principles, and 


6 as far as they allow, I ſhall be ever happy to 


«© approve mie 5 MG 
> 


.& Your moſt obedient humble ſery ant, 
„ BEN}. BLAYN EY,” 


© Theſe, eber with the deen YO 
ments and perſonal attendance of another friend, 
on whoſe judgment ſhe greatly relied, enabled | 
her to go through the difficult and painful taſk 
allotted her; in doing which, her conſcience does 
not reproach her with the leaſt wilful exagge· 
ration, or deviation from truth. What candid 
mind then muſt not perceive the cruelty and 
injuſtice of taxing her. with being acceſſary to 
her brother's puniſhment, when her appearance 
in court, and the evidence ſhe gave there, were 
impoſed upon her by ſtrong neceffity, and could 
not be evaded, without violating the moſt ſacred 
n of duty, religion, and honor? 


Mr. 


7; 

Mr. Daubeny, in one part of his pamphlet, 
has pretty plainly inſinuated, (for he has learned 
to be cautious in coming to a direct charge) that 
Miſs Barnſton had ſworn falſely, in ſaying that 
the ever had her mother's free and full conſent 
to marry Mr. Meade; and on this occafion, as 
6n others, refers to what is ſet forth in a certain 
printed trial. That Mr. Daubeny ſhould diſ- 
grace himſelf by appealing to ſuch a paltry 
grub-ſtreet publication, which he knows to be 
abſolutely without authority, and for the moſt 
part void of truth, muſt appear unaccountable 
to any one, who has not experienced, to what 


lengths this gentleman will go, in order to wound 


an adverſary. It is however admitted, that Miſs 
Barnſton did ſwear ſo in court, and related a 
dialogue between her mother and herſelf to that 
purpoſe. It is with inexpreſfible grief and hor- 
ror, that ſhe has lately been informed, that her 
ever dear and honored mother has been prevailed 
upon, by the aſcendancy Mr. Daubeny has over 
ther mind, to throw her weight into the : ſcale 


againſt her child, who for more than thirty years 


poſſeſſed her unbounded confidence and love; 


and to diſclaim the converſation as untrue, and 


merely fabricated for the occaſion. Mrs. Meade 
has too much reverence for her mother, and too 
big! an opinion of her intentional, veracity, to 

ſuppoſe 


6325 | 
ſuppoſe that ſhe does not thoroughly believe 
what ſhe now ſays. But ſome allowance is to 
be made for want of recollection, in regard to à 
tranſaction of more than two years ſtanding; 
and tlie failure of memory, in an aged worthy 
woman of near eighty. Nor is her ſimple de- 
nial, with a view to ſupport Mr. Daubeny, to 
de ſet in oppoſition to the beſt evidence that can 
be had, where no witneſs was preſent, and againſt 
the ſolemn deliberate oath of a thinking and reli- 
gious woman. Mr. Daubeny indeed is kind 
enough to ſupply an excuſe for: Miſs Barnfjon 
herſelf, by ſaying that her memory was. neyer 
of the moſt retentive kind. But Mrs;. Meade 
lays, claim to no ſuch indulgence. She finds 2 
minute of what paſſed entered down upon her 
journal, a regular journal which ſhe; has kept of 
her daily tranſactions for many years. The 
converſation. took place in Jply, 1790; and as 
ſoon as the met Mr. Daubeny, ſhe communicated 
it to him; to which he replied, “ that it was 
not her Mother's real ſentiment, | but extorted 
from her; and added, what do you think of 
my wife and me? are we to be ſacrificed?” She 
mentioned, it to her relations at Haddon, (ſee 
Mrs. W. Sawbridge's letter) at a time when it 
was 1mpoſlible to know that ſuch communication 
could * 1 conſequence; to the Rev. Henry 
| 9 


( 43 ) + 
Sawbridge, as appears by his letter; to her 
couſins at Haddon afterwards, who well remem- 
ber it; and to her ſiſter Mrs. Sikes, who, though 
warmly in Mr. Daubeny's intereſt, had the hu- 
manity and juſtice to declare it, when applied to. 


Extract of a letter from Mrs.W.SAWBRIDGE. 


Weſton, October 27, 1793. 
« My Dear Mrs. Mpx, 

. remember hearing at Haddon, ſome 
(ce time between the months of July 1490, and 
tc February 1791, of the converſation having 
ec paſſed between you and Mrs. Barnſton; you 
« left Haddon, I believe, in Feb. 1791; ow 

« full expectation of reconciling all parties. 
ec Very fiicerely and very affectionately,” | 
Yours, / nn 


en MARY ee 


Extract a Rey. H. wü IOP. 


| Wickban, oa 1795 
40 33 * 
e will not attempt to aal mn the 
6 particular words of a converſation related to 
„ me more than three years ago. But I re- 

e c member 


( 49 ) 
TE member you told me in the Autumn of 1790, 
& that a converſation had paſſed between your 
cc mother and yourſelf, in her own room, to 
te the ſame purport, if not in the ſame words, 


tc you relate it in your letter. 
« I am, &c. 


« HENRY SAWBRIDGE.” 


The following is Mr. Sikes's reply to Mrs. 
Meade's requeſt, that he and his wife alſo would 
vindicate her, by reminding her mother, that the 


ſtory was cettainly not fabricated for the occaſion. 


te In cotſequence of the aſſurance I gave 


4e you from Bath, I tranſcribed from your letters 


to my wife thoſe paſſages, which will anſwet 
your purpoſe, and ſent them to your mother. 
c Your affectionate brother, 
2 « THOMAS SIKES.” 


Tube following letter has reference indeed to 
another converſation, but is inſerted to ſhew, how 
. well-diſpoſed Mrs. Barnſton always was to favor 


her daughter's inclinations, when left to act for 


herſelf, 1 3 
D | Miſs 
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Miſs BARNSTON to her Mother, 


Oftober, 1790. 


« J ever ſhall, and muſt think, tha 
c Mr. Daubeny's prejudices againſt Mr. Meade 
cc are ill founded—and when, after all, he aſked 
© me to give up Mr. Meade to: oblige him, and him 
© ny; and when he found my attachment ſo 
ce ſtrong, that he feared I ſhould not be able 10 
& make him the ſacrifice ;. when he heard you tell me 
&« that I was of an age 10 judge for myfelf,. and 
e iſhed me to conſider my on happineſs ;\ then, Oh 
« Heavens! do I ſee my friend, my brother, my 
&« confidant, one of thoſe whom I. have loved 
c beſt in the world, -labouring to render Mr. 
& Meade odious in your eyes, in order to give 
* a ſanction to the very RE part he rakes 
« againſt him.“ 8 3 
oof, A JI; 4.4 

Of a fimilar nature to the preceding, is a bold 
aſſertion of Mr. Daubeny, that to his knowledge 
« Mrs. Barnſton had ever a great diſlike to Mr. 
« Meade.” If it was ſo, both Mr. and Mrs, Meade 
were egregiouſly deceived; and not they only; but 
many others alſo; who have witnefſed the tetms 
of intimacy and familiarity, in which Mr. Meade 
lived with the whole Barnſton family, both be- 
fore, and fince the late Mr. Barnſton's death. He 


F 1 : 7 ' 13 went 
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went abroad immediately from Mrs. Barnſton's 
houſe, where he had received every poſſible mark 
of the moſt cordial regard from Mrs. Barnſton, 
who, at parting, infiſted that her houſe ſhould be 
always his home, when he came to Bath. Mrs, 
Mary Barnſton was no leſs kind and affectionate, 
always calling him brother: Meade, and wrote to 
him, after he left their houſe, with the moſt 
friendly intereſt, For the truth of this, he 
might appeal to the family which was in the 
houſe, and to many others who viſited while he 
remained there, Could he ſuppoſe then, that he 

was ſo diſagreeable to Mrs. Barnſton? 
Afterwards, when Mr. Meade was abroad, 
Mrs. Gunning told Mrs. Barnſton, that it was 
reported by every one, that he was to marry 
Miſs Barnſton ; to which ſhe replied, with a 
ſmile of complacency, and a few words that 
marked not the leaſt degree of diſapprobation, 
Tf ſhe then had that averſion which Mr. Daubeny 
ſuggeſts, ſurely ſhe would not have reſted ſo 
quiet, as not to inquire or write a line on the 
ſubje&, which it is certain ſhe never did. And 
when Mrs. Gunning was afterwards employed to 
make propoſals to Mrs. Barnfton in Mr. Meade's 
name, and was rejected, ſhe was given to under- 
ſtand by Mrs. Barnſton, that her objection was 
only on account of the breach between him and 
c Is Mr, 


652) 

Mr. Daubeny. Too well, indeed, has he been 
convinced of late, that Mrs. Barnſton has fince 
imbibed an utter hatred and abhorrence of him; 
but he alſo well knows, to whoſe mackinations 
he is indebted for it. 1 

With reſpe& to the two letters from Miſs 
Barnſton, which Mr. Daubeny has cited, p. 11, 
in order, as is ſuppoſed, to ſhew that ſhe did not 
herſelf believe Mr. C. Daubeny to have been the 
author of the ſlanderous reports concerning the 
will, they argue nothing either to acquit him of 
the ſlander, or to prove the falſehood of her de- 
poſition. It was Mr. C. Daubeny's artifice to 

keep himſelf out of fight, and to inſinuate both 
dc her and every one elſe, that all the ſuſpicions 
and charges reſpecting the will originated with 
his brothers, and not with him. Miſs Barnſton 
at firſt believed i: to be ſo; and afterwards, when 
. ſhe had cogent. reaſons for altering her opinion, 
reaſons of prudence made her conceal her real 
ſentiments, and ſpeak to him, and of him, in the 
moſt favorable terms, in proſpect of differences 
being in time reconciled; and family peace reſ- 
tored. But whether Mr. C. Daubeny was or was 
not the inventor, it was he who adopted and 
propagated the ſlander, and therefore was juſtly 
made accountable for it, Miſs Barnſton had no 
motive to invent, nor could ſhe forget the words 


ſhe 


1 


the depoſed to. She had entered them in her jour- Lu 33 
nal at the inſtant; and how could they but make 
an indelible impreſſion on her mind, when 
ſcarcely a day paſſed for months after, but ſhe at 
different times tranſcribed the various particulars 
to friends, with whom ſhe correſponded ? To 
Mrs. Gunning, in letters* dated July and Auguſt, 
1791, ſhe ſays, The name in the will is clearly 
Ce ſaid not to be written by Mrs. Meade.” Again; 
Take great care of what you ſay of Mr. Cha. 
« Daubeny. Mr. Meade is ſo entirely ignorant of 
«© what they ſay againſt him, that he will be ſtartled. 
« My aunt, I believe, concludes him guilty,” 
« The fignature of the will is pronounced a 
« forgery. It was very wrong that Mr. R. Meade 
« ſhould fign the will, Ann let drop ſomething 
c which ſhews ſhe has been tampered with. The 
cc evidence is ſo ſtrong, that Dr. Bridle would 
« have the>D.'s puſh the affair into a court. 
«© What hurts me moſt is, that theſe accounts 
1 are ſent to Dr. Blayney and Mr, Coham.” 


Theſe are records, which confirm Miſs Barn- 
ſton's depofition, becauſe they were written at 
the very moment when the facts were freſh in 
her memory. | 


( 54 ) 

But beſides this, there was another evidence, 
which was intended, and ought to have been 
called for at the trial, Why it was omitted, is 
not eaſy to ſay, except it was, that the counſel 
ſaw the fact ſufficiently proved without it, In 
the interview which Miſs Barnſton is ſaid to have 
had with the Rev, Mr. Hooker, at Mr. Daubeny's 
houſe, in July, 1791, Mr, Hooker told her, that 
he had heard every thing from Mr. Daubeny 
about the will; he even told her, that Mr, 
Meade's particular friends did not care to have 
any thing to do in it $3 and he added, that if 
the quarrel between Mr, Daubeny and Mr, 
Meade could be adjuſted, the will bufineſs was 
too ferious a matter not to be rigidly ſcrutinized; 
and he adviſed her to guard herſelf with caution, 

But before I diſmiſs this ſubject, I cannot 
help producing one inſtance of Mr. Daubeny's 
candor and ingenuity in quoting and arguing 
from letters, In order that Mr. Meade's anxiety 
about his character may appear to have reſpected 
not ſo much the diſcuſſion about the will, as 
another part of his conduct in which Miſs Barn- 

1 Mr. Daubeny, in his pamphlet, p. 25, mentions it as ons 
of the grounds for ſuſpecting Miſs Barnſton's evidence to be 
falſe, that ſhe did not communicate to Mr, Hooker what ſhe 
depoſed relative to Dr, Blayney and Mr, Coham. The 
reader will fee, there was no occaſion for her to do fo, as 


Mr, Hooker told it to her, 
| ſton 
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ſton had been particularly concerned, he cites a 
letter of Miſs B. who, he ſays d, wrote thus :— 
« Mr. Meade told me that I have been the cauſe 
* of ruining his character. The will buſineſs 
c was nothing, &c.” Would any one ſuppoſe, 
that the Sc. ſupplied the place of words the 
moſt material, and directly contradictory of Mr. 
Daubeny's argument? Yet fo it was. The 
letter proceeded thus: *The will buſineſs was 
„ nothing, rox THAT A LITTLE TIME WOULD | 
„ET ALL THAT TO RIGHTS, BECAUSE FACTS 
& COULD NOT BE DENIED.” —PFie, Mr. Daubeny! 
is this fair? is this acting like a man of honor 
and integrity ? 
Dpon the very diſputable authority of that 
deſpicable performance, the printed trial before 
mentianed, Mr. Daubeny ventures to bring a 
charge of inconſiſtency in Miſs Barnſton's evi- 
dence concerning the loſs of marriage. If Miſs 
B. had been leſs clear and diſtinct in her evidence 
than ſhe really was, ſome excuſe might have 
been found in that hurry and agitation of mind, 
into which ſhe was thrown by the ungenerous 
and unmanly behaviour of Mr. Daubeny, which 
drew upon him the cenſure of the court“, and 
was highly difapproved by all, even his own 


c uf plas, Mr. D. e ee count,” | 
Da friends, 
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friends, that witneſſed it. But it is to the in- 
accuracy of the reporter, and not to the evir 
dence, that the charge of inconſiſtency belongs. 
Admitting ſhe did ſay, that in conſequence of 
Dr. Hanſter's converſation with her ſhe had 
reſolved not to marry Mr. Meade, does it follow, 
that a reſolution, taken up upon. ſuch ground, 
was to be, like the laws of the Medes and 
Perfians, irrevocable ? Might ſhe not-afterwards 
have ſeen reaſon to change her mind; and repent 
of her haſty credulity? The fact was abſolutely 
fo. Dr. Hanſter was a German phyſician, whom 
'Mr. Daubeny met with at Spa, and invited to 
ſpend ſome months at his houſe in England. 
This gentleman could know nothing of Mr. 
Meade's criminality or otherwiſe, but through 
the medium of the Daubeny family, But 
having been in ſome degree of intimacy with 
the family abroad, he was undoubtedly com- 
miſſioned by Mr. Daubeny to repeat to Miſs 
Barnſton, what he had probably heard from Mr. 
Daubeny himſelf. In a courſe of three or four 
months Miſs Barnſton had leiſure to reflect, 
and perceive, 'that what was charged againft 
Mr, Meade was foutided in prejudice and vague 
report only. Her reſolution proportionably be- 
gan to waver. Mr. Daubeny, who was ever on 
the watch, noticed it, and was determined at 
| ONCCQ 
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once to throw into the ſcale, what he was ſure 
would make it preponderate in his favor. He 
did ſo; and neither Miſs Barnſton, nor her friends, 
could ſtand out any longer againſt his direct and 
poſitive aſſertions. Then it was her friends 
urged, and ſhe herſelf ſaw, the neceſſity of 

breaking off all · connection with Mr. Meade, at 
leaſt whilſt he ſtood in the light of a guilty man. 
And was ſhe not then warranted to affirm, that 
ſhe had been prevented from marrying Mr. 
Meade, in conſequence of what had been ſtated 
to her by Mr. Daubeny reſpecting the will, and 
believed by her friends on the ſame authority ? 
But the truth of her declaration is abundantly 
confirmed by the letters ſhe afterwards wrote on 
the "_ 


« A friend of mine, (fays ſhe, in a letter to 
« Mrs.Gunning, dated early in July) is unhappy, 
e Jeſt I ſhould make engagements, before Mr. 
cc Meade's innocence is proved. If he does not 
c clear himſelf of thoſe dreadful charges, I for- 
ec feit my character in being attached to him.” 
In another letter to the ſame, ſhe ſays, “ I can 
« hear nothing openly of Mr. Meade's vindi- 
te cation or condemnation, but by Mr. Daubeny, 
c who has already paſſed ſuch decifive ſentence, 
that he thinks it wilful obſtingey not to believe, 
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e what he and his brothers think ſuch ſtrong 
* proofs. Thoſe that know him will not believe 
de that, for the ſake. of giving away after his 
cc death a few hundreds, more or leſs, he would 
* be guilty of petjury, forgery, and other dread- 
« ful crimes. The Daubeny's alone, and my 
4 family, will conclude him guilty. It ſeems, 
that the Daubenys have thought fit to convey 
< their ſuſpicions to Mr. Coham and Dr. Blay- 
«© ney.” Again, to the ſame, ** Mr. —— fays, 
< that I ſhould tell my family that the peace of 
c my mind depends upon Mr. Meade's clearing 
*c himſelf.” To Mr. Coham ſhe wrote in July 
as follows: It is a juſtice I owe to myſelf, to 
40 enquire and examine into ſuch charges as now 
« appear againſt Mr. Meade. It would ill be- 
* come a woman of thirty years of age to be 
« blindly attached to a perſon, who, if proved 
« guilty of ſuch perfidious villany, ought to be 
& deſerted by friends and foes.” To the Rev. 
Mr. Hooker—* It is not enough that my friends 
are perſuaded into the belief that Mr. Meade 
„ is the moſt execrable villain upon earth, guilty 
« of perjury, forgery, hypocriſy, and deceit 1 
am called upon to hear thoſe dreadful charges. 
Theſe things are laid down upon paper with 
« fuch preſumptive evidence, and put together 
n ſuch logical demonſtration, that I can- 
ce didly 
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« didly acknowledge, I do not - wonder at my 
« friends condemnation, nor ſhall I wonder at 
« your being impreſſed with doubt and appre- 
« henſion, that I am blinded, and that Mr. D. 
« is right. But you know me too well to be- 
c lieve, that any partiality could force me to 
« unite myſelf to vice; or induce me, at the age 
« of thirty-one, to take as a huſband a man, I 
c could even doubt of being guilty of ſuch 
« dreadful crimes, — Triumph, as it ſeems to 
« Mr. D. to prove him capable of ſuch crimes, 
66 as ſtartle one but to hear of, to me it can 
e convey no ſatisfaction, but horror and agita- 
c tion. Proof alone can make me yield my 
C opinion, whatever I may do my will and 
ce inclination.” To her mother ſhe wrote about 
September, 1791, Should Mr. Meade prove 
4 guilty of one of the heavy charges, my regard 
« muſt yaniſh of courſe; as I truſt it is-impoſ- 
ce fible I ſhauld ever love vice under any form; 
« but ſhould his character be decided clear as 
* noon day, I confeſs my regard muſt remain 
c unchangeable.” To Mr. Charles Daubeny 
himſelf, who at one time ſeeing her melancholy, 
ſaid to her“ with affected kindneſs, - «© That if 
© ſhe was bent on marrying Mr. Meade after 


* At her aunt Rayankill's, 
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' 44 what he and his brothers think ſuch | ſtrong 
* proofs: Thoſe that know him will not believe 
e that, for the ſake. of giving away after his 
« death a few hundreds, more or leſs, he would 
* be guilty of perjury, forgery, and other dread- 
« ful crimes. The Daubeny's alone, and my | 
« family, will conclude him guilty. It ſeems, 
4 that the Daubenys have thought fit to convey 
< their ſuſpicions to Mr. Cobham and Dr. Blay- 
« ney.” Again, to the ſame, Mr. —— fays, 
te that I ſhould tell my family that the peace of 
c my mind depends upon Mr. Meade's clearing 
* himſelf.” To Mr. Coham ſhe wrote in July 
as follows: It is a juſtice I owe to myſelf, to 
4 enquire and examine into ſuch charges as now 
« appear againſt Mr. Meade. It would ill be- 
ce come a woman of thirty years of age to be 
« blindly attached to a perſon, who, if proved 
e guilty of ſuch perfidious villany, ought to be 
& deſerted by friends and - foes.” To the Rev. 
Mr. Hooker—* It is not enough that my friends 
tc are perſuaded into the belief that Mr. Meade 
is the moſt execrable villain upon earth, guilty 
cc of perjury, forgery, hypocriſy, and deceit 1 
am called upon to hear thoſe dreadful charges. 
Theſe things are laid down upon paper with 
« ſuch preſumptive evidence, and put together 
«with ſuch logical demonſtration, that I can- 
wr | ce didly- 
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« didly acknowledge, I do not wonder at my 


« friends condemnation, nor ſhall I wonder at 
« your being impreſſed with doubt and appre- 
« henſion, that I am blinded, and that Mr. D. 
« js right. But you know me too well to be- 
c lieve, that any partiality could force me to 
« unite myſelf to vice; or induce me, at the age 
&« of thirty-one, to take as a huſband a man, I 
ce could even doubt of being guilty of ſuch 
ce dreadful crimes. — Triumph, as it ſeems to 


« Mr. D. to prove him capable of ſuch crimes, 


cc as ſtartle one but to hear of, to me it can 
e convey no ſatisfaction, but horror and agita- 
« tion. Proof alone can make me yield my 
* opinion, whatever I may do my will and 
6 inclination.” - To her mother ſhe wrote about 
September, 1791, Should Mr. Meade prove 
« guilty of one of the heavy charges, my regard 
« muſt yaniſh of courſe; as I truſt it is-impoſ- 
ce fible I ſhauld ever love vice under any form; 
but ſhould his character be decided clear as 


* noon day, I confeſs my regard muſt remain 


ce unchangeable.” To Mr. Charles Daubeny 
himſelf, who at one time ſeeing her melancholy, 
ſaid to her“ with affected kindneſs, - That if 
5 ſhe was bent on marrying Mr. Meade after 


* At her aunt Rayenkill's. 
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« all; it were. better to have the matter huſhed 
* up; ſhe ſteadily replied, No; 1 want to 
« have the matter cleared, not huſhed up.“ 
Can any, one doubt then, in what manner 
Mr. Daubeny's repreſentations had operated? 
The jury was perſuaded, upon the ground 
of her evidence, that the marriage was' loſt 
in conſequence of thoſe repreſentations, and 
gave their verdict accordingly ; having reſpect, 
not to what might be hereafter, but to what had 
already been; and it ſhould ſeem they were 
right. In the courſe of the trial, the Judge 
differed in opinion from the jury in one point, 
which was, in allowing a queſtion to be put to 
Miſs Barnſton, whether ſhe did not intend to 
marry Mr. Meade when the trial was over. She 
might have anſwered, perhaps more according 
to her real ſentiments, © that much depended 
cc on the iſſue of the trial.” But ſhe declined 
giving any anſwer at all, which the counſel for 
the defendant interpreted to be an anſwer in the 
affirmative. Whether this weighed with my 
lord Kenyon in the fame manner, or whether 
he laid a ſtreſs upon her acknowledgement, that 
the had given up Mr. Meade before Mr. Dau- 
beny's converſation, in compliance with her 
mother's wiſhes, without making the diſtinction 
that accompanied it; certain it is, that his 
| lordſhip 
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lotdſhip did obſerve, that it did not appeat to 
him on the evidence, that the words did occa- 
fion the loſs of marriage. But he added at the- 
ſame time, what Mr. Daubeny has thought 
proper to ſuppreſs, that there was no doubt 
« of the defendant having ſpoken the words 
upon which the action was founded, and of 
« his having ſpoken them with an ill intention; 
„ which was evident, by his having ſupported 
them with notorious falſhoods, clearly proved 
e to be ſuch by the teſtimonies of Archdeacon 
C Coham, Doctor Blayney, and the maid-ſervant 
« Ann Boucher.” But even had the court and 
jury been decided in their judgment, that the 
marriage had not been prevented or interrupted 
by Mr. Daubeny's words, what would it have 
availed him in point of credit? His intention 
was obvious enough; and calumny is not the 
leſs reprehenfible, becauſe the full intent of the 
calamniator is not effected. 


As to ſpecial damages, Mr. Meade had little 
defign of ſuing. for them when he. commenced, 
his action. His lawyers indeed, upon reading 
his caſe, ſaw inſtantly the object and effect of 
the ſlander, and ſtated it accordingly in the de- 
claration. He can for himſelf truly declare, 
that having vindicated his honor, he has obtained 
all that engaged his ſolicitude. 


To 
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To the abuſe which Mr. Daubeny has ſo 
liberally thrown out, both in his writings and 
converſation, -againſt Mr. and Mrs. Meade, on 
account of a promiſe ſeverally made by them 
abroad, the following reply, it is hoped, may 
be thought ſufficient, Neither Mr. nor Mrs. 
Meade ever denied, that a promiſe was given by 
each of them ſeparately, to ſatisfy Mr. Daubeny's 
wiſhes; the object of which, he himſelf ſays, “ 
ce was to free himſelf from all reſponfibility, in 
cc regard to a connection, to which he knew 
« Mrs. Barnſton would have objections; upon 
tc the idea, that if ſuch a connection was 
ec to take place at all, it ſhould be brought 
« forward under the eye of Mrs. Barnſton, ra- 
cc ther than under his own.” It follows then, 
that the reſtraint, to which they were bound by 
virtue of the promiſe, extended no farther than 
while they were abroad; and was not violated 
by any ſubſequent application to Mrs. Barnſton, 
after their return. If an inclination towards 
each other remained after the promiſe, if it even 
increaſed, while they were travelling together, 
and ſaw more to approve in each other, the 

greater was their merit in obſerving their pro- 
miſe, ſo far as to abſtain from entering into any 


. Mr, D.'s pamphlet, F. 48- 152-4 8 
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engagements inconſiſtent with it. And this they 
inſiſt was done by them, notwithſtanding the 
fraud, which they afterwards diſcovered to have 
been practiſed for obtaining the promiſe; and 
which, in the eye of both law and conſcience, 
would have been ſufficient to diſſolve the obliga- 
tion of any contract. Thę matter was left open 
for Mrs. Barnſton's deciſion, and was even 
dropped upon her refuſing her conſent, What 
more could have been required? Mr. Daubeny 
charges, that Mr. Meade, in order the more 
effectually to ſeeure Miſs B. 's affections, carried 
on a private correſpondence with her, whilſt he 
remained abroad with his (Mr. D.'s) family. 
The correſpondence is acknowledged, if a few 
notes that paſſed between them, generally on 
ſubjects the moſt indifferent, together with their 
travelling journals, can be called ſo. Nor did 
they underſtand, that they were abridged of the 
liberty of converſing, or correſponding together 
by letter, ſo long as a particular ſubject was left 
untouched If the correſpondence was carried 
on privately, it was owing to Mr. Daubeny's 
abſurd jealouſy, which broke out in the moſt 
ridiculous and offenſive manner, upon the leaft 
notice they took of each other, though but in 
the common ſtile of friends and acquaintance; 
| 255 r contributed more to rivet their af- 
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fecxions upon one another, than any meaſure 
Mr. Meade could have deviſed; It would doubt- 
leſs have been much better, if they had alto; 
gether ſeparated from the firſt, as Mr. Meade 
ſoon began to wiſh, and more than once pro- 
| Poſed; but, as Miſs Barnſton declared upon oath, 
he was prevented by her ſolicitude, leſt any rup- 
ture ſhould be the conſequence of ſuch a parting. 
But it has been her misfortune, always to have 
had her beſt intentions and actions perverted, 
and made a means of ſetting thoſe at a greater 
diſtance, whom ſhe moſt wiſhed to have kept 
united. a evoke nh 
It is a matter of real concern to Mr; Meade, 
that Mrs. Barnſton ſhould have ſeen, or thought 
the ſaw, any thing objectionable in his conduct 
towards her; any behaviour, which ſhe cannot 
forget or forgive. He is not conſcious of having 
ever deſignedly failed in marking his reſpect for 
her; and he hopes, that it will not be imputed 
to him as an unpardonable crime, that with the 
countenance of her daughter, and ſome of her 
eſteemed relations, he wrote reſpectfully to en- 
quire, whether Mrs. Barnſton might not have 
ſeen things in a different light, after having once 
refuſed his addreſſes, and been induced to alter 
her mind; as the beſt perſons have ſometimes 
done, and not been ſorry for it. He knows of 

i n 


6650 
no offence he can fince have juſtly given her, 


except that of marrying her daughter without 
her conſent, for which he has to plead the ex- 
traordinary circumſtances of the caſes When 
Mrs. Barnſton had, upon miſtaken principles, 


abandoned her daughter, and obliged her to 
accept of the protection of a worthy man, her 


father's friend, who generouſly received and 


countenanced het, under the idea of her being 
undeſervedly perſecuted and given up; when 
that friend, who is knowti to poſſeſs the ſoundeſt 
judgment, and moſt inflexible integrity, repre- 
ſented to her the neceſſity of a meaſure, which 
probably, but for that neceſſity, ſhe would never 


have taken, that of matrying even the man of 


her choice, whilſt her mother lived and difap- 


proved; would it have been delicate, would it 


have been honourable in Mr. Meade to have he- 
fitated ? . If Mrs. Barnſton will yet relent, and 


take again into favour her daughter, moſt truly 


afflicted for having offended her, and ready to 
ſupplicate her forgiveneſs in the humbleſt man- 
ner; ſhe will find in that daughter the ſame 
filial duty and affection the once admired in her, 
mixed with the moſt lively ſenſe of gratitude, 
and carefulneſs not to offend in future. And 
ſhe will find in Mr. Meade all the reverence, 


wee and regard, which is due to ber age and 
E character, 
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character, and becoming the relation of a ſon- 
in-law, But if ſhe continues inexorable, they 
will not ceaſe to love and reſpect her; but muſt 
deplore her fatal blindneſs, in placing ſuch im- 
plicit confidence in a man, who abuſes it to the 
moſt unchriſtian purpoſes, of keeping a mother 
and daughter at variance, * fomenting diſcord 
in a family of love. 

Mr. Daubeny, not without encomiyms upon 
his own liberality, charges Mr. Meade with 
obligations and ingratitude. Mr. Meade returns 
a ſimple, but abſolute denial of them. He ac- 
knowledges not the weight of a feather, more 
than the ordinary mutual civilities of brothers 
and neighbours; and in theſe the balance was, 
rarely againſt Mr. Meade. Once, indeed, he 
thought himſelf indebted to Mr. Daubeny, for 
having warmly eſpouſed his ſiſter's cauſe on a 
certain occaſion; and for ſome marks of ſym- 
pathy and conſolation, which he affected to ſhew 
him after his wife's death.* But theſe obligations 

were ſoon cancelled, * N en * from 
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and Mis. Meade travelled with Mr. D.'s family abroad on 
the moſt independent footing ; that they ſeverally contributed 
| at leaſt their full ſhare of the expence; and that their travel- 

ling together wich him was as muclt if not more, an object 
of convenience to Mr, D. as to themſelves. 10715 
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love to hatred, and by the moſt bitter and ma- 
l ſcious perſecution, that ever was inſtituted by a 
man againſt his brother. : 

A fimilar charge is made againſt Mrs. Meade, 
in a more circumſtantial manner. It is won- 
derful, and ſhews the infatuated confidence of 
Mr. Charles Daubeny, that he will dare to force 
ſubjects into notice, which for many reaſons, 
chiefly applicable to himſelf, ought to be bu- 
ried in oblivion. Mrs, Meade received a gene- 
rous mark of her ſiſter's liberality and affection, 
long before ſhe knew the name of Daubeny, 
Her other fiſters were ſharers with her; and ſhe 
ever did, and ever will gladly acknowledge it. 
The ſenſe of the obligation will remain for ever ; 
and it is only to repel Mr. Daubeny's ungenerous 
infinuation, that ſhe avers the pecuniary part of 
the debt to have been paid. With trembling 
and concern the ſubject is touched upon. Mrs. 
| Meade onffy defires it to be underſtood, that the 
debt has been paid, and to Mr. Daubeny himſelf, 
more than twofold. He knows it, and all the 
family know it. It was paid to himſelf, nine 
years ago, in ſuch a manner, as ought fo have 
ſealed his lips upon the ſubje& for ever. At 
the ſame time Mrs. Meade, -in whom the milk 


of human kindneſs is moſt predominant, declares, © 


that ſhe never took a ſtep to injure Mr. Daubeny 
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in his character, fortune, or happineſs, unleſs. 
by the evidence ſhe gave; which, how far it was 
voluntary, has been already explained. 

What the falſhoods are, which Mr. Meade 
is ſaid to have circulated through the channel of 
the Rev. James Baniſter, to the aſperſion of Mr. | 
Daubeny's character, Mr. Daubeny has not ſpe+ 
cified. Mr. Meade denies the fact; and Mr. 
Baniſter is known to be a man of too much pro- 
bity and honor, to be concerned in ſlander, either 
as principal or agent. It is poſſible, Mr. Baniſter 
may have ventured an opinion concerning the 
probable motives of Mr. C. Daubeny's conduct. 
But if Mr. C. Daubeny is determined to vilify 
every one, who ſuppoſes it to have originated in 
the love of money, his obloquy will fall upon 
very many more, than he will chooſe to look in 
the face. 

On the ill treatment which my reſpectable 
friends, the Rev. Mr. Archdeacon Cgham, and 
the Rev. Dr. Blayney, have received, for having 
aſſerted the juſtice of my cauſe, much more 
might, and would have been ſaid, had I. not 
been reſtrained by poſitive injunctions to the 
contrary, It is only permitted me to recom- 
mend to Mr. Charles Daubeny, to be a little 
more cautious of blending falſhoods with a name 
of ſuch high reſpect as the Biſhop of Durham's. 

His 
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His lordſhip could have informed him, that 
except a fimple reply to the queſtion, what had 
brought him to town, when he came to attend 
the trial, Dr. Blayney had never preſumed to 
trouble his lordſhip with a ſyllable concerning 
Mr. Daubeny, or his affairs, till after he was 
, called upon by the letter of Nov. 10, 1792. 
Then indeed, on finding that Mr, Daubeny had 
intruded his caſe upon the Biſhop, Dr. Blayney 
requeſted his lordſhip to confider the evidence 
on the other fide; upon which his lordſhip 
judged, as it is PR: every impartial en 
will judge. 

To Dr. Blayney, Meſfs Wk as well as 
myſelf, ought to have felt ourſelves under great 
obligations, for his endeavours to effect an ac- 
eommodation between us by a private arbitration; 
a plan originally recommended by him from a 
benevolent regard to both parties, and which he 
continued to promote, long after it was evident 
to me, and to almoſt all my friends, that it could 
not be ſucceſsful. The blame of its failure, 
and of the conſequent proceedings in a public 
court, has been ſhifted by both parties from 
one to the other. Dr. Blayney ſome time ago 
drew up an account of it, .ſo far as he was con- 
cerned in it, for the peruſal of my counſel pre- 
vious to the trial. This account has been ſhewn 
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to many perſons fince, and has not failed to work 
conviction in every one who has read it. He 
has now kindly permitted me to make it public; 
to which I have ſubjained ſome remarks, toge- 
ther with my own accopnt of the anions | 
wag followed. 
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Doctor Biarxey's Account of a ProPosAL 
for AnBTTRATION. | 


; ApovT the beginning of Auguſt laſt, I 
received a letter from Mr. Meade, dated Belfaſt, 
July 1791, in which he informed me of certain 
ſcandalous aſperſions, which had been caſt upon 
him by his brothers-inzlaw, the Meſſ. Daubeny, 
reſpecting a will of his late wife, and endeavoured 
to convince me of their falſhood; which he eaſily 
did, as I believed him incapable of ſuch wick- 
edneſs. But finding he was coming over, with 
2 determination to vindicate his character, and 
foreſeeing what was likely to follow; with a view 

to promote peace, and to conciliate thoſe, who 
were probably alienated from each other through 
miſapprehenfion and miſtake, I immediately wrote 
to my fend Dr. Bathurſt, whom I knew to be 
in habitg of friendſhip with the Daubeny family, 
and haying flated want: appeared ta me the 
| ground 
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ground of difference, I intreated his aſſiſtance 
to accommodate it. Dr. Bathurſt with his uſual 
benevolence approved, and promiſed his con- 
currence, Mr. Meade followed his letter, and 
came to my houſe in Wilts, about the latter end 
of September ; and having laid before me the 
moſt convincing proofs of his innocence, was 
prevailed on by me, who had heard that the 
Meſſrs. D. had declared themſelves defirous of 
ſuch a mode of inveſtigation, even before Mr. 
M.'s moſt partial friends, to propoſe to them a 
fair and equal arbitration. I therefore wrote a 
letter to the Rev. James Daubeny, the. purport 
of which was, that Mr. Meade, finding himſelf 
accuſed by him and his brothers, of ' crimes 
which his foul abhorred, was bent on vindicating 
himſelf ; but having heard, that the Meſſrs. 

Daubeny had expreſſed themſelves not unwilling 
to leave the matter in queſtion to arbitration, he 
was ready to join iſſue with them in this manner, 
or to ſeek redreſs in a court of law. © This was 
the ſubſtance, though I pretend not to recollect 
the © preciſe | words of the letter.“ Mr. James I 
Daubeny returned an anſwer in a few days, in 4 
terms of eivility towards me, but of reſentment 
againſt Mr. Meade. He confeſſed that I was 


* See the letter at large in C. D.'s pamphlet, p. 56, 
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not mifinformed of his inclination to the mode of 
enquiry propoſed, and he believed his brothers 
would not decline it, but that he would imme- 
diately conſult them, and inform me. At the 
ſame time he ſaid, he was ready to meet Mr. M. 
in a court of law, if he pleaſed. And thus began 
the negotiation for an arbitration, to which it is 
but juſtice to declare, that I never found Mr. 
Meade difinclined, nor to any other conciliatory 
meaſures, conſiſtent with the clearing of his 
character, which, and not revenge, e 
to be his main object. 

Sgon after my arrival in Oxford i in October, 
I received another: letter from Mr. James Di., the 
purport af which was to declare, “the willing · 
cc neſs of his brothers, as well as of himſelf, to 
*« come into à reference; but at the ſame time 
te to inquire, what was the particular ſubject of 
e Mr. M.'s complaint, and againſt whom; what 
66 was the mode of arbitration propoſed; and 
cc whether, as they too, might have reaſon to 

« complain, Mr. M. would be ready on his part 

' © to anſwer any queſtions that might be propoſed, 
and concur in ſuch meaſures, as the referees 
86 ſhould deem reaſonable to throw light upon 
te the ſubject. I. To this I. took upon me ta 


+ See C. D. s pamphlet, p. 57+ | 
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reply, Mr. M. being then on a journey, and at 
a diſtance; and having firſt begged pardon of 
the eldeft brother for having included him among 
the reſt, which was my miſtake, as Mr. Meade 
had never heard that he had concurred in the 
reflections thrown out againſt him; I then ſtated 
a paragraph from a letter I had lately received 
from Mr. Meade, in which he ſays, „Many 
ce circumſtances induce me to believe, that Mr, 
te James D. never expreſſed half of that which 
cc 1s told of him, nor meant to do me thoſe irre- 
& parable injuries, which I have ſuffered, and 
& which, I'well know, I did not deſerve at his 
* hands.“ But I go on to obſerve, that with 
6 Mr. John and Mr. Charles Daubeny the cafe 
« was otherwiſe ; that of the former I had ſeen a 
« letter, containing very odious ſuggeſtions, ſuch 
6 as rendered it highly credible, that he had at 
te times, as is reported of him, expreſſed himſelf 
F more unguardedly than he ſhould have done. 
« But that to Mr. C. D. the matter could be 
* brought moſt home; that he had repreſented 
5 Mr. Meade in the plaineſt and moſt direct 
ce terms, as a villain, : guilty of perjury, forgery, 
( n and even in ſome degree of murder.“ ö 


5 Mr. M. was fd by Mr, C, D. to have been the cauſe of 
his wife's deaths by forcing her to go to Ircland | 
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This, I faid, conld be proved againſt him by 
undoubted evidence, fully ſufficient to ſubſtan- 
tiate a complaint in a court of law. That no 
man, Who knew himſelf innocent, could acqui- 
eſce under ſuch charges; nor would his friends 
allow him to do ſo. I then ſtated, that the 
| propoſal of arbitration originated with me, and 
was approved by Dr. Bathurſt, who joined me 
in wiſhing, that it might produce peace, and 
prevent family differences being brought before 
a public tribunal, That the matter of inquiry 
before arbitrators would be, „Whether Mr. 
1 Meade had uſed any unfair or indirect means 
« to procure the will his late wife made in his 
« favor a little before her death, or had acted 
« diſhonoutably in reſpect to it; and whether 
* he .merited the imputation of haſtening her 
« death by ill uſage, or otherwiſe.“ « If 
« he appears guilty,” I ſaid, * he muſt go hide 
« his head where he can. If otherwiſe, he will 
« have the teſtimony of impartial judges to 
&« ſupport him, together with that of his * 
e conſelence. The mode of prodeeding, I 
thought might be this: If Meſſrs. D. will no- 
minate one or more friends on their ſide, Mr. 
M. will nominate an equal number; with power, 
in caſe of need, to call in an umpire, whom 
_ ſhould agree UPOD, | to decide any diſputable 
| queſtion. 
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queſtion. Mr, M. had already declared what the 
crimes were, of which he was charged by 
Meſſrs. D. It was their part to prove their 
allegations, and his to refute them. Mr. M. 
would engage to anſwer ſatisfactorily any queſ- 
tions put to him, and to concur in any meaſures 
which the referees ſhould deem reaſonable to 
throw light on the ſubject; Meſſrs. D. ſtanding 
engaged to do the ſame on their part. And if 
a referee on each fide, being duly inſtructed by 
the parties, were to concert and prepare the 
queſtions, and other matters, beforehand, I 
thought it would be a means of facilitating the 
decifion at the time of hearing. 

Such was my anſwer; and I ſhall only fo 
upon it, that it ever appeared to me fair and 
equitable; and that, if upon the ground of it 
the Meſſrs. D. would have agreed to leave their 
cauſe in the hands of Dr. Bathurſt, as Mr. M. 
would have left his in mine, the bufineſs would 
ſoon have been over, and a decifion been 
equitably made. of 


But the Meſſrs. D. did not approve of the. 


terms ; and though, in a courſe of letters which 
paſſed between Mr. C. and Mr. Ja. Daubeny and 
me, they affected great liberality and candor, 
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and wiſhed to be thought as deſirous of coming 
to an explanation, as men could be; it was 
evident they meant to evade it, by inſiſting upon 
terms, one after another, which they knew to be 
inadmiſſible; becauſe Mr. M. could not accede 
to them, without at once giving up the point 
which he had primarily in view. The firſt of 
theſe is thus ſtated in Mr. C. D.'s own words, 
« As Mr. M. has publicly charged my brothers 
« and myſelf with having libelled his character, 
« we ſhall expect, that ſuch proofs ſhall be 
« brought, as ſhall be deemed ſufficient to ſup- 

cc port that charge, had it been made in a court; 
& and in failure of which, that Mr. M. ſhall 
& be called upon by the arbitrators to acknow- 
« Jedge under his hand, that he has brought 
& charges againft gentlemen, that he cannot ſub- 
« ſtantiate. Here, by a dexterous kind of le- 
gerdemain, the accuſed is at once changed into 
an accuſer; and the parties on one fide into 
Judges, with power to determine, not only what 
evidence ſhould be received, but what ſhould be 
the final ifſue and judgment. But the. intent of 
this was plain enough to be ſeen. Mr. C. D. 
was perſuaded; that without the affiſtance of a 
court, Mr. M. could hardly come at ſuch evi- 


\ C. D. pamphlet, p. 97» 
* a dence, | 
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dence, as would amount to legal proof, though 
he might bring ſuch as would abundantly con- 
vince any reaſonable man. By inſiſting there- 
fore on ſtrictly legal proof, and making it a 
_ preliminary, which he did, if Mr. M. came 
ſhort of ſuch proof, the cauſe was inſtantly 
at an end, ſolvuntur labulæ, and the world was 
left to believe of Mr. M. what it would, or 
what his enemies choſe to inſinuate. But the 
ſnare was foreſeen and prevented. Another point 
inſiſted upon, which, with the above and ſome 
other conditions, was ſent to me in a letter 
from Mr. Ja. D.“ as the ſenſe of the whole fra- 
ternity, was, That three perſons, abſolute 
« ſtrangers to, and not previouſly acquainted 
cc with the matter in diſpute, ſhould be made 
cc arbitrators.” The defign of this was to ex- 
clude any of Mr. M.'s particular friends, on 
whoſe honor, judgment, and knowledge of the 
queſtion, he moſt relied, from being choſen by 
him; though, with an affectation of moderation 
and candor, they profeſſed themſelves willing to 
allow © Mr, Coham and me ta be preſent at the 
ce trial, as private adviſers to Mr. M., but not as 
e advocates.” It is not ſaid by whom theſe three 
indifferent perſons, as they are Wee were to be 
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choſen; but ſuppoſing one to be left to the choice 
of Mr. M., upon the ſame principles, which 
ſerved to exclude Mr. Coham and me, the little 
circle of thoſe, in whom Mr. M. could place 
any confidence, might all have been excluded 
one after another; and had Mr. M. proceeded 

to exclude their friends in like manner, they 
| would not have failed to charge him with a reſolu- 
tion to evade all inquiry. The letter which con- 
tained theſe infidious propoſals was ſent to Mr. M., 
as was intended it ſhould. The anſwer, which was 

tranſmitted through my hands, was as follows. 


T. MEADE to Dr. BLAYNEY. | 


' Bath, Nov. 19, 1791. 

6 Dear SIX, N 5 1 
c This morning, on my return from 
« Taunton, 1 received your letter, which was 
&« forwarded from Potterne. Fett SHIP 
Although, in compliance with your re- 
« commendation, I adopted and offered the 
5 mode of arbitration, to which we were told 
« the Meſſrs. D. expreſſed themſelves inclined, 
yet I never believed much would come of it; 
« and I am now confirmed in my belief of their 
c having determined to evade it, by clogging 
912 ce the 
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« the propoſal with conditions, to which they 
« know I cannot, nor ought to ſubmit. | 

« In the firſt place, to each party muſt be 
« left a liberty of chooſing an arbitrator; the 
« two thus choſen to call in a third. I will ap- 
« point a man of the moſt unqueſtionable honor 
ce and integrity; 1 ſhall preſume the Meſſrs. D. 
«will do the ſame. But I will never conſent, 
«c that 5 the perſon named by me ſhall be ex- 
c cluded, becauſe he happens previouſly to 

&« know, and think well of me; there are few 
<« others, that would undertake fo troubleſoine 
« an employment, 

« 2dly, I will agree to no oteliahiperics 
cc which ſhall in any wiſe tend to preclude, what 
& I conſider to be the principal object of the 
« arbitration, the examination of thoſe points, in 
dc which my reputation is concerned, and upon 
<& which I expect a deciſive judgment. I truſt 
<< I ſhall make it appear, that I have been cru- 
« elly charged with crimes which my ſoul ab- 
« hors; and I inſiſt upon being allowed free 
« ſcope to clear myſelf, if I can, If the Meff. 
D. have any ground to think I have wronged 
them, I am willing to ſubmit that point alſo 
to the judgment of the arbitrators: 

*« dly, I'will pledge myſelf to anſwer ſuch 
cc interrogatories, and in ſuch manner, as the 

arbitrators 
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« arbitrators (not the Meſſrs. D.) ſhall require of 
te me, provided my opponents ſhall pledge them- 
cc ſelves in like manner. 
ce Athly, I will produce my evidence, whe- 
tc ther it may be what the Meſſ. D. may call legal 
& or not, and leave it to the arbitrators to deter- 
« mine its ſufficiency. The arbitrators to have 
« an abſolute power at their diſcretion of reſtrain- 
« ing or directing the parties in every inſtance. 
cc 5thly, I will not decline meeting the Rev. 
cc C. D. on any private complaint of his, which 
cc he ſhall chooſe to bring forward before the 
cc arbitrators, however unconnected the ſubjects 
ce are; let the ſame perſons ſit in judgment on 
« both, ſince the Meſſrs. D. inſiſt upon it; pro- 
« vided that Mr. C. D. 's complaint be ſpecified 
cc before - hand, that I may be prepared to reply. 
c J can well gueſs at the ſubject he alludes to; 
cc and I can aſſure Mr. C. D. that delicacy alone 
cc reſtrains me from calling for ſuch explanation. 
c Too much has been facrificed to it already; 
c but I can now with confidence ſay, that I need 
cc have no ſuch ſcruples, if I am called upon to 
cc ſtand in my own defence. 
« Laſtly, I accept of nothing as an indulgence, 
ce I claim a right of nominating an arbitrator, 
« I ſhall appoint one of the moſt honorable and 


4 INE cheracters in the weſt of England; 
« T mean 
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er 1 mean Archdeacon Coham; and 1 ſhall re- 
te queſt of you to be an affiſtant. Meſſrs. D. 
& may attend with any friends they pleaſe. 
If you think the foregoing terms juſt, I 
cc ſhall be ſatisfied; whether the Mr. D's: accedè 
«* to them or not: If they refuſe, I ſhall decline 
cc all further correſpondence of courſe upon this 
5 ſubject, and ſhall purſue my own n | 
7166. Yi am, Dear Sir, 
5 4 Vours, &c. 


An 2 | © THOMAS MEADE.” 


This open atid mil ne Py 11. 
Meade ſeems to have alarmed his antagoniſts, 
and ſoon after/produced two letters addreſſed to 
| tne, one by Mr. C. D. and the other by Mr. Ja. 
D, in the name of the brothers; the purport of 
both nearly the ſame, an endeavour to convince 
me, that their offers were equitable and juſt, and 
Mr. M. unreaſonable in rejecting them. They 
profeſs however to refer their differences to me; 
they deſire to know my ſentiments, and they en- 

ge to abide by my deciſion. But Mr. M.'s 
avowal of his reſolution to appoint Mr. Coham 
for his arbitrator being new matter, they thus 
expreſſed themſelves upon it: Mr. Mes right 


« of n an arbitrator has never been 
&s 8 ce * 


( $2 ) 


ce diſputed; the reſpectability of the pexſon fixed 
e upon by Mr. Meade is not called in queſtion ; 
« but the D's ſubmit to Dr. B, as a man of 
ec honor, whether a perſon; who has ſtood · forth 
« as the declared advocate of Mr. M, and has 
« gone ſo far, pendente lite, as to bring the ſtate- 
* ment of Mr. M. 's caſe into the Barnſton fa - 
cc mily, and who took: that opportunity of 
e pleading in his favor, declaring: himſelf ſatiſ- 
ce fied that Mr. M. was as innocent as the ehild 
te unborn, is a proper perſon for ſuch an office. 
ce The judge is never ſuppoſed to hear a cauſe 
& before he goes into court. If, however, under 
& theſe, circumſtances, Dr. B. is of opinion, that 
& Archdeacon Cobam would diſpoſe his mind to 
ea patient and impartial- inveſtigation, the D's 
cc will in that caſe not object to mee 
0 the a Mt of an arbitrator.“ * 
| 1 TYP 
The following was the anſwer returned, 
Fl Cb. Ch. Dec. 7, 1791. 25 
« Rev. Sin, ee Ea en 
« am obliged to you and, your bro- 
ce thers for the honor you do me, in referring to 


* my opinion reſpecting Mr. M.'s propoſals and 
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16 yours; which I will give you candidly; and, 
& as you ſeem to wiſh, before I communicate 
ce your anſwer to Mr. M. With reſpect to the 
cc nomination of a friend by both parties for 
ce the purpoſe of arbitration, which Mr. M. in- 
« fiſts on, I think there can be no juſt objection 
ce to it. For allowing partiality to draw on one 
Cc fide; there is a counterbalance of equal partiality 
te on the other, and fo the ſcale muſt turn at laſt, 
« as you argue it ſhould; by the judgment of an 
« impartial perſon; for ſo he muſt be ſuppoſed 
te to be, who is appointed by the concurring 
c choice of the other two. Nor does it appear 
e to me ſo adviſable, that all the arbitrators 
ce ſhould be totally unacquainted beforehand 
ec with the matter in diſpute ; for I think it 
© likely to be more fully inveſtigated, when 
5 there is at leaſt one on each fide poſſeſſed 
ce of the pleas of the contending parties. Mr. 
cc M. 's objection to your amendment is, I think, 
ce inſuperable; that he knows of no indifferent 
* perſon that will at his requeſt incumber him- 
ce ſelf with ſo troubleſome a buſineſs. With 
& reſpe& to the evidence, as well againſt Mr. 
6e C. D. as againſt the other brothers, that muſt 
te be left wholly to the arbitrators. With regard 
* to Mr. Coham's eligibility, I muſt fairly con- 
« teſs, that I think he has been premature in 
F 2 « declaring 
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« declaring his judgment“. I know not, whe- 
c ther I do not think full as well of Mr. M. in 
ce the general, as he does; but if called upon to 
« arbitrate upon honor, I think I could, and 
* ſhould, ſet aſide partiality and friendſhip, and 
« give a judgment purely according to the evi- 
c dence adduced on hearing the cauſe. And 
cc therefore I cannot but ſuppoſe, that Arch- 
« deacon Coham, of whoſe moderation and in- 
cc tegrity I have the greateſt opinion, would do 
« the like. Let me own, that once indeed I 
« entertained hopes, that the matter might have 
« been ſubmitted to Dr, : Bathurſt and myſelf ; 
knowing the univerſal eſteem he is in with all 
cc his acquaintance, and that he was at leaſt as 
& much attached to you and your family, as I 
« can be to Mr. M. Had that been approved, 
« I think we ſhould have differed very little, if 
« at all, in judgment; or ſhoyld; ſoon have ſet- 
cc tled every diſputable point by calling in a third 
« perſon—And having adjuſted the matter of 


ben I wrote the above letter, I did not know what 
had paſſed, but from Mr. Daubeny's letter. I ſince find that 
Mr. Coham carried to Miſs Barnſton, by her defire, a ſtate of 
the caſe, containing proofs of Mr. M.'s innocence. © Mr. 
Coham denies the poſitive aſſertion attributed to him; but if 
any thing was ſaid reflecting on Mr. M., it was natural fot 

him to appeal to the proofs then in his hands. LEE 
5 5 ce right, 
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& right, we ſhould have endeavoured to bring 
cc about an amicable accommodation, and re- 
© newal of friendſhip. Now, I fear, there re- 
© main little hopes of compaſſing fo defirable 
_ * an end. 

J am, Sir, 
& Your moſt obedient humble ſervant, 


« B. BLAYNEY,” 


Though the letter, which followed in anſwer 
to the above, be a pretty long one, yet as it 
ſeems to have been the hinge on which the whole 
has turned, I cannot forbear giving it at large. 


Copy of a Letter from Rev. JAS. DAUBENY- 
to Dr. BLAYNEY, 


« Rev. SIR, 


& I have ſubmitted the letter, you did 
cc me the favor of ſending in anſwer to my laſt, 
cc to the conſideration of my brothers, who defire 
cc me to unite their thanks with my own, for 
c your polite compliance with their wiſhes of 
ce having your opinion, vs far as you have been 
te pleaſed to give it, We ſhould have been glad 
. =P 3 | «to | 
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tc to have. received it upon every point therein 
e ſubmitted to you; but being without your 
judgment upon ſeveral of the moſt material, 
« I have only, on their behalf and my own, to 
cc reply to that part which relates to Mr, Meade's 
« appointment of Archdeacon Coham, and your 
* own reaſoning thereupon, together with your 
e ſuggeſtion, that Mr. Meade's objection to the 
cc choice propoſed by us of unprejudiced perſons 
** is inſuperable, on account of his inability to 
& prevail upon any ſuch perſon to be troubled 
te with the buſineſs. In this reſpe& we ſubmit 
e to you, that we muſt be under equal difficulties} 
cc but contend, that they will be readily obviated 
by the following mode, which we are neceſſas 
ce rily led to point out, from the language aſ- 
* ſumed by Mr, Meade through the whole of this 
5 buſineſs, as well as in your laſt letter to C. D, 
« which we of courſe conſider 45 Mr. Meade's lan- 
« guage adopted by you. In your original addreſs 
to us, Sir, on his part, the propoſal of a re- 
e ference came coupled with an implication of a 
* ſuit at law, accompanied with an averment 
6 againſt C. D, that Mr. Meade was in poſſeſſion 
* of ſufficient evidence to ſubſtantiate his charge 
2 againſt him in a court of law; in the conclud- 
ing ſentence of Mr. Meade's letter handed us 
£ by you, he has not omitted to expreſs an inten- 
e tion 
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« tion of purſuing his own meaſures, ſhould we not 
4 acquieſce in his propoſed mode of arbitration, 
provided it be by you approved. And in your 
5 laſt letter to C. D. Mr. M. is pronounced by 
© you as determined to purſue the moft vigorous 
« meaſures, Theſe reiterated threats thrown out 
« by Mr. M. the Ds. have noticed with the ſen- 
& timent to which alone they are intitled, and to 
* which their moderation in the preſent ſtage of 
ce the buſineſs prevents their affixing the deſerved 
cc appellation; convinced that your own judg- 
5 ment will not fail to ſuggeſt the only proper 
te ohe. Following up therefore the hoſtile idea 
c entertained by Mr. Meade, and convinced with 
cc you, that the accommodation, which with ſuch 
&« friendly intentions you had once conceived 
ce hopes of, is now impracticable, we are alike 
« defirous with him, that the ſevereſt juſtice 
* ſhould take place; for which reaſon we ſub- 
cc mit to you the extreme impropriety of this 
«© matter being diſcuſſed before perſons prepoſ- 
« ſeſſed, or biaſſed by any friendly partiality to 
ce either fide; and propoſe, (what we preſume can 
* not be objected ta by Mr, Meade, becauſe 
ce the difficulty, if any, muſt be greater on our 
* fide than on his) that he ſhall name a gen- 
« tleman of undoubted character in the profeſ- 
* fion of the law, and that we appoint another; 
| | F4 cc theſe 
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e theſe two to meet and agree upon a third as 
* umpire, before whom we are ready to meet 
« Mr, M, and to enter upon a thorough inveſti- 
te pation of this diſagreeable bufineſs ; upon con- 
6 dition, that the ſaid referees ſhall be bound to 
ce paſs judgment, under their hands, upon any and 
cc every point relative thereto, upon which theif 
i decifion ſhall be called for by either party; by 
te which decifion, or that of the majority, the 
ce parties on both fides ſhall be bound. To the 
« fairneſs of this propoſal we call for your opi- 
& nion, as Mr. Meade's friend, and requeſt the 
te favor of you ta paſs it to us with Mr. M.'s 
te aſſent or diſſent thereto. Thus far am I au- 
fc thorized to reply to your favor in behalf of 
te the brotherhood in general. In reſpe&' to 
* C. D. in particular, in return for the friendly 
cc advice in your laſt, 4 that he be prepared to 
make good the charges, which Mr. Meade aſ- 
e ſerts have been brought againſt him by C. D.;“ 
* and in proof of which aſſertion you have been 
te pleaſed to repeat in your laſt letter to him, that 
Mr. M. is in poſſeſſion of more than ſufficient 
ce proaf to ſubſtantiate the ſame in a court of law 
* againſt C. D.; he defires me to paſs through 
your hands a fimilar recommendation, to be 
prepared, if he can, to diſprove the charge 
* which will be brought againſt him to the fol- 

« lowing 
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5 lowing effect, . That T. M. has broken his 
* word pledged in the moſt deliberate and ſo- 
« lemn' manner; that he proſtituted religion and 
ce friendſhip to the purpoſe of carrying on deli. 
cc berate deceit; that he ſolemnly called God to 
te witneſs a notorious falſehood, knowing it to 
te be ſuch; and that he has propagated ſcanda- 
5 lous falſehoods for the purpoſe of aſperſing 
ce the character of C. D.“ Theſe ſeveral charges 
« C. D. pledges himſelf to prove againſt T. M. 


cc and therefore challenges T. M. to ſtand upon 
* his defence. 


* I am, Sir, with all due reſpect, &c. 
* JAMES DAUBENY.” 


% 


Briſtol, Dec. 15, 


Before I proceed to relate what paſſed in 
conſequence of this letter, it ſeems neceſſary for 
me to acknowledge what I wrote in reply to Mr. 
C. D.; and which is frequently alluded to in 
the preceding. After referring him chiefly to 
my letter to Mr. James D. of Dec. 7, 1791, 
I thought proper to conclude thus: © One point 
* however I muſt beg to ſet you right in; Mr. 
„M. in his letter to.me ſays, that if I think his 
e terms juſt, he ſhall be ſatisfied whether the Mefſ. 
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6 D. accede 0 them or not. But this does not 
ce imply, as you ſeem to infer, the leaſt abatement 
6 of his ſolieitude for the vindication of his charafter, 
« On the contrary, believe me, he is bent on 
te taking the moſt vigorous meaſures for that 
* purpoſe. And as he is furniſhed with proofs 
cc more than ſufficient to ſubſtantiate his com- 

c plaint againſt you, it will behove you to be 

66 prepared to make good your charge.“ 

But to return now to Mr. Ja. D. 's letter above 
recited. Its hoſtile tenor throughout; the ran- 
corous ſpirit diſcoverable in it; the high tone of 
challenge; the abſurd propoſal of ſubſtituting 
lawyers, where the ſpecial purpoſe was to avoid 
law; the intemperate abuſe of Mr. M, and the 
avowed and virulent charges againſt him; the fly 
ſarcaſms (for which, it ſeems, the Meſſrs. D. are 
famous) levelled at me, and the open inſult of 
ſaying, that I had adopted language not my own, 
determined me as ſoon as poſſible to waſh my 
hands of this diſagreeable buſineſs. I therefore 
ſent the letter to Mr. M. with my opinion, that 


the hopes of an accommodation were at an end, 


and I left him to do as he thought proper. A 
few days brought me an anſwer from Mr. M., in 
which, “after animadverting on the inconfiſtency 
« of the brothers, in firſt giving out that they 
% ſhould be willing to ſubmit the affair to the 
« judgment 
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t judgment of Mr. M. 's moſt intimate friends; 
« in afterwards rejecting the faireſt terms of ars 
ce bitration, by two friends choſen one by each 
cc party, with power to call in a third in whom 
ce both ſhould agree; in objecting to a man of 
« the ſtricteſt honor and probity, when nomi- 
ce nated by Mr. M, merely becauſe he was known 
ce to be friendly towards him; in pretending to 
ce refer their objections to me, and to ſtand by 
cc my opinion, and preſently rejecting it, becauſe 
&« jt did not tally with their notions, and even 
te reflecting upon me; and laſtly, in propofing 
cc that he ſhould adopt all the inconveniencies 
cc without the advantages of a ſuit at law; he 
ec declares his intention of following thoſe mea- 
c ſures, which he thinks moſt effectual for the 
& yindication of his injured character.“ “ Soon 
after I learned, that Mr. M. had commenced an 
action againſt Mr. C. D, and thus ended this 
negotiation, at leaſt ſo far as Mr. M. had any 
hand in it. For as he was not even conſulted 
in what followed, no concluſion can be drawn 
from it, either to his advantage or otherwiſe. 
The world is left to judge from what has been 
above ſtated, to whom the preſent hoſtilities 
are to be attributed. 


* See the letter at 4208 in C, D,'s pamphlet, p. 78, 
I ſent 
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I ſent this letter of Mr. M. immediately to 
Mr. Ja. D. and with it the following note. 


4081 R, 
« As you will not allow me ſentiments 

&« or language of my own, I have nothing more 
cc to do, than to tranſmit to you the incloſed 


tc letter addreſſed to 
« Sir, 


Your humble ſervant, 
66 B. BLAYNEY.” 


I now hoped I was clear of any further in- 
tercourſe with the Meſſrs. D. with whoſe temper 
and proceedings I had little reaſon to be ſatisfied. 


Boy But I was miſtaken. On the 16th of January, 


1792, a letter was brought me in the evening 
from Mr. Ja. D, then in Oxford, and on his way 
into Buckinghamſhire. It was a very voluminous 
one, of which a great part was taken up in ex- 
preffing the great concern of him and his bro- 

- thers at the thought of having offended me, in 
profeſſions of reſpect for me, and diſavowing all 
intentions of ſhewing me any diſreſpect. Ano- 
ther part was employed in arguing the propriety 
of their conduct relative to the arbitration ; and 
they declared (however contrary to the tenor of 
their 


. 
their laſt letter) that they had no other meaning 
than to have conformed to the mode recom- 
mended by me, and to have (though againſt 
their own judgment) accepted Mr. Coham for 
an arbitrator.* This led me to think they 
might be coming. about to better temper, and 
were really defirous of accommodation. T there- 
fore admitted their excuſes, and held forth hopes 
that a pacific treaty might till take place, if pro- 
perly encouraged on their fide. } But I would 
not commit Mr. M. till I had fuller proofs of 
their fincerity; for even in this letter there was 
found matter not unexceptionable. I therefore 
only informed Mr. M. that I had ſome reaſon 
to think the Meſſts. D. had conſidered better of 
the matter, and wiſhed that if any overtures were 
made, he would not haſtily 'reje& them. It 
happened about this time, that Mr, Sawbridge 
came forward with his offer of mediation; and 
Mr. M, in compliance with my advice, declared 
himſelf not averſe to it on proper conditions. 
Another letter from Mr. Ja. D. followed, and 
though the contents of it confiderabiy abated 
my hopes, I was not willing to abandon them, 
and wrote mildly in return, that I had ſounded 


See C. D,'s pamphlet; p. 30. + See C. D.'s pamphlet, p. 57. 


1 See C. D.'s pamphlet, p, 90. 
Ns. Mr. 
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Mr: M. and found him not fo bent on profe- 
cuting his' ſuit, as not to liſten to pacific mea- 
ſures, if any reaſonable ones were propoſed to 
him ;- and that I had underſtood, that a Mr. 
Sawbridge had made a propofal from which 
ſome good might be expected.“ I had a third 
letter from Mr. Ja. D. chiefly to inform me that 
he ſhould be in Oxford, at the King's Arms inn, 
on ſuch a day. It is probable he expected I 
ſhould have ſent to him; but I ſaw no ground 
for ſuch a ſtep. If Mr. D. had any thing to ſay 
to me, he knew where I was to be found; and 
I thought it was more his bufineſs'to ſeek me, 
than mine to ſeek him. The day paſſed, and 
I heard nothing of him; and ſo the matter ended 
i ſecond time. 

But I was ſtill to experience father trouble: 


9 A wf logg lenerg from Mr. C. D, dated Feb. 
138, 1792, was brought me by poſt from Bath. 


It contained ſomewhat of a propoſal, which 1 
was to forward to Mr. M.; but as it was no 
other than had been already rejected, and as I 
' liked'-neither- the matter nor ſtile of the letter, 


| * C. Ds plthpbiee p. 92. 
+/ Part of this letter only is given in C. D.'s pamphlet, p. 9j. 
| | c. D. pamphlet, p- 110. \ 
I wrote. 
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1 wrote in reply, © That the ill ſucceſs I had 
« met with in my negociation between him and 
« Mr. M. had determined me not to concern 
« myſelf further, and I therefore begged he 
ec would look for ſome other channel of com- 
c munication.”* But this did not ſatisfy Mr. 
C. D; who in another letter expoſtulates with 
me on my refuſal. He calls to my mind ſome 
former declarations I had made of my readineſs 
to ſupport equal juſtice ; and hopes that upon that 
principle I will be diſpoſed to favor him, and 
the rather, as I had talked about peace in a late 
letter to his brother, and had even pledged my- 
ſelf to procure a more quiet ſettlement of the 
buſineſs, on receiving encouragement: from them. 
c That encouragement (ſays he) you now receive 
cc from the principal party concerned, from him; 
« who, according to your former acknowledge - 


ec ment, has an undoubted right to be heard in 


5 his vindication.” + Thus called upon, I wrote 
the following letter, which I think will ſuffi⸗ 
ciently evince, which ſide is to be reproached 
with rejecting reaſonable terms of arbitration; © 


C. D.'s pamphlet, p. 114. 
+ C. D. 's pamphlet, . 115. 
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96 3 
Copy of a Letter to Rev. c. DAUBENV. 


cc RRE. han 3 


ce As you have thought proper 28110 to 
ce apply to me, I cannot as a gentleman refuſe 
cc you an anſwer. I feel the ſame inclination to 
ic promote peace, and the ſame diſpoſition to- 
« wards equal juſtice, as ever I did. But you 
cc muſt allow me to ſay, that my time is, in my 
« eſtimation at leaſt, of too much value to be 
_ «© thrown away, without likelihood of producing 
« any good effect. Tis true, I did tell your 
sec brother in my letter, „that I would Mill en- 
« deavor and pledge myſelf to procure a more 
« quiet ſettlement of the bufineſs, if properly 
cc encouraged on your fide.” But what encou- 
cc ragement did I receive? Nothing but a letter 
« full of angry invective, and a propoſal of terms, 
c which had been before (and in my humble 
« opinion, juſtly) rejected. And why, Sir, 
4 ſhould you ſay, that my letter infinuated that 
* a Mr. Sawbridge had made a pacific propoſal 
ec to Mr. Meade, as coming from yon? I am con- 
cc fident my letter afforded no ground for the 
* laſt words, but fimply ſaid, that a Mr. S. had 
« made ſuch a propofal ; which I really believed 
© came neither from Mr. Meade, nor from you ; 
but 
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fr but purely from himſelf, out of motives ob 
_ *t friendſhip to both. However, to cut the 
ﬆ matter ſhort, I will ſtate to you the terms on 
ct which alone I will concern myſelf as a me- 
et diator between you; Fitft, That two gentle- 
tc men of honor be choſen for arbitrators, one 
& by each party, a thitd to be taken as umpire 
ce by the joint choice of the other two. 2dly, 
« That as the difference otiginated concerning 
te Mrs. Meade's will, that matter be firſt of all 
* inquired into; and Mr. M. be allowed to 
ce vindicate himſelf; as well as he can, from any 
ce charges or ſuſpicions of you and your brothers 
c on this head. zdly, That, after this, Mr. 
«© Meade ſhall be bound to produce the proofs 
& he has for charging you with having unjuſtly 
ec aſperſed his character. 4thly, That you ſhall_ 
* then be heard upon any other charges you 
% have to bring againſt Mr, Meade, and he in. 
cc his defence. 5gthly, That both parties ſhall 
4 deliver in their charges, pleas, and documents 
« in writing, which ſhall be ſubmitted to the 
« other; but ſhall not meet face to face, as little 
cc modetation is to be expected from ſpirits ſo 
« inflamed againſt each other. 6thly, That in 
ce the proceſs: of the affair, both parties ſhall 
ce be ſubject to the direction of the arbitrators, 
60 * hall anſwer all ſuch queſtions fairly, as ſhall 
G i be 
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te be propoſed from that quarter, and ſhall ſub- 
6 mit quietly to the final deciſion. If theſe 
* terms are approved by you, I will undertake 
ce to propoſe them to Mr. M. and to ſupport 
te them with my influence. If they are not, L 
e beg you will allow me to leave the matter 
« where it is at preſent; which I ſhall. do without 
« any apprehenſion of my. friend's diſgrace. I 
© know of none hitherto, which he has to fear; 
« and when any thing unworthy is proved upon 
*« him, it will then be time enough to diſmiſs 
“him from my good opinion, _ 

| ce I am, Sir, with due reſpect, 
« Your moſt obedient humble ſervant, 


„% B. BLAYNEY.” 


cb. Ch. March 4, 1792. 


Mr. C. Daubeny's anſwer ta this“ was fo 
very intemperate, that, though it deſerved other 
chaſtiſement, I thought it better became me te 
diſmiſs it with the following reply. - 


«© Rev. Str, 


« The ſtile of your ls convirices 
* me that my further interference can be of no 


* C. D.'s pamphlet, p. 119. 3 
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& uſe, I muſt therefore beg leave feremptorily to 

* decline your commiſhon, and to requeſt that I 

& may hear no more from you upon the ſubject; 
J am, Sir, e 

tc Your moſt obedient humble ſervant, 


66 B. BLAYNEY:” 
h: 0. Marth 13, 1792. 0 


* 


The length of the letters from Mr: Ja. and 
Mr. C. D. is a ſufficient reaſon for not tranſerib- 
ing them, They may be ſeen by any one that 
wiſhes it.. I. will only add, that Mr. C. D. 
ſays he had ſhewn his firſt letter to Dr. Bathurſt, 
by whom it was fully approved; I alfo conſulted 
the ſanie gentleman, and was by him juſtified in 
my opinion, that it was now too late to hope for 
reconciliation, and therefore I was right in de- 
clining all farther: attempts to bring it about. 


B. BLAYNEY, 


lere ends Dr. BLAxxE xs narrative of the 
negotiation. 

Mr. D: has publiſtied them all in lis pamphlet, but with 
ſome little variations, e ae it is not thought worth 
3 
| Mr, 


'G2 


/ ( roo ) 
Mr. C. D. having thus failed in his endes 
vours to draw Dr. Blayney into a freſh correl- 


pondence, thought ft, within a few days after, 
to 3 me unk a _ Progoal, ® as he calls i it, 


„ 


1 * Ly 1 


| nnn and ſhall be given 
at large, as a ſpecimen of « thoſe temperate ad ronſonable 
« applications for arbitration,” which Mr. D. ſays, were made 
by him in vain to Mr. Meade. 

Briftol, March 20, 1 

5 „ Würkzas the Rer. Dr. Blayriey, Cajon of Ch. N. 
« Oxford, with the view; ar he profeſſed, T e tins 
« Thomas Meade an opportunity of vi his character, 
# did, in the month of September Taft, call upon George, 
« Charkts; James, and I chm Duubeny, tb come to an explana- 
e tion of bertaſu charges ot 4 vety heinous nature, alledged to 
« have been brought by chem againſt the ſaid T. M.; to which 
« call the Meſſts. D. paid immediate attention ; and wy 8x3 as 
« the ſaid Dr. Blayney did immediately after withdraw the ſaid 
« challenge, fo far as it concerned the elder brother G. B.; at 
rc the fame time apologizing to him, and pleading in excuſe, 
« that it was a miſtake of his own; for that Mt. Meade knew 
not that Mr. G. D. had concurred in the reflections thrown 
tout againft him; though it is notorious, that Mr. Meade's 
« complaint of injuries had been uniformly and induftriouſly 
« circulated by his friends againſt the brotherhood; and it 
«© may be preſumed Dr. B. Hopred that general language 
« from Mr. Meade himſelf; and wxtiz xs the aid Dr. B. 
has ſince thought proper to leave out of the queſtion the 
u other two brothers; James and John D. by a kind of 
4 tacit abandonment of the chat ge againſt them, and to con» 
« fine it to the Rev. C. D. whom he has aceuſed, in the 


— . 
« 


| 
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but drawn up in the ſtile of a manifeſto, ſent 
open, and: beginning with WaxREAs, and a 
long preamble full of abuſe againſt me and my 


«with having been guilty of perjury, forgery, robbery, and 
« eyen murder; at the fame time pronouncing, that his friend 
ig bad, in bis opinion, more than proof ſufficient to ſubſtan- 
« tjate a complaint againſt C. D. in a court of law; and 
« wHEREAS the ſaid C. D. immediately communicated to Dr. 
« B, his readineſs to join with his brothers in any plan calcu- 
«c lated to giye Mr. M. all proper ſatisfaction on the ſubject, 
upon condition, that Mr. M. ſhould at the ſame time pledge 
« himſelf to anſwer to thoſe charges, upon which the ſaid 
4 C. D. required explanation and fatisfaRtion from bim; a 
&.condition, which was not only accepted by Mr. M. but 
« judged ſo reaſonable by Dr. B. that in his letter on the 
« ſubject he ſaid, « that he ſhould as readily ſupport the 
« claim of C. P. upon a principle of equal juſtice :” and 
« wazRxzAs C, D. did, in conſequence of his being called 
« ypon by Dr. B. and Mr, M, bring forward. ſeveral charge: 
« in writing of a very ſerĩous nature, which he pledged him- 
« ſelf, and till pledges himſelf, to ſubſtantiate againſt T. M. 
ce by the moſt undeniable evidence; And wazrzas T. M. has 

te eyaded two arbitrations, propoſed to him on the part of 
e Meflrs. D. for the purpoſe of bringing the matter to a fair 
 « and impartial hearing; and has fince, without any good 

i reaſon, but with the profeſſed view of advantage, com- 
i menced an action in the King's Bench; and has fince. the 
.<« commencement of the faid action been pleaſed, under the 
« pen of Miſs C. Rarnſton, to diſclaim the proceeding ; pro- 
« teſting to Mifs B.'s friends through her channel, that be 
« knew.nothing of it, laying the blame upon a miſtake of his 
« lawyer ; and WHERBAS the ſaid T. M. has fince made a 
G3 e propoſal 
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55 « the buſineſs, but upon the condition, that the 
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friends; and concluding with a threat, that if 
I refuſed the terms propoſed to me, he and his 
brothers would think themſelves juſtified in 


{ny © Bs through the medium of the Rev. H. 
& Sawbridge, for the renewal of a pacific arhitration; at the 
c: ſame time telling his friend Dr. B., that a pacific propoſal 
« had been made to him from the Rev. H. Sawbridge on the 
« ſubject, to which he was inclined to accede, if matters could 
« be fairly terminated in any other way; if not, that his ſuit | 
« muſt go on; and wu zkzas the Rev. C. D. has applied to 
« Mr. M. through the channel of the Rev. H. , Sawbridge, 
« more than once to know, whether he, T. M., did or did 
& not acknowledge the proſecution in queſtion; to which C. 
« D. has never yet received an anſwer; and WHEREAS the ſaid 
« C. D. has fince applied to the Rev. Dr. B. in conſequence 
« of his having originally brought the buſineſs-forward on the 
« behalf of his friend T. M., informing him, that he readily 
« acceded to Mr, M M.'s laſt propoſal, ſo far as it reſpected an 
« arbltration before three impartial gentlemen; requeſting Dr. 
« B. at the fame time to forward to Mr. M. a plan for that 
« purpoſe, which Dr. B. has at length refuſed peremptorily 
« to do; declaring that he will concern himſelf no farther in 
parties ſhall 
« not meet face ( face; a condition accompanied with other 
« terms of his,own diRating, as inadmiſſible in themſelves, as 
« unbecoming the fjtuation and character, in which Dr. B. 
« introduced himſelf into this buſineſs; and which being pro- 
« poſed by the Door himſelf apparently without the privity of 
« T. M, are not on that account intitled to attention or reply ; 
; *« Tas therefore is to inform T. M., that in conſequence = 
is of he dani of cn len ek him through Dr. B. 


being in this very extrarrdinary manner cloſed, the following 
« plan 
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holding me up in my true colors; and other 
ſuch Hike ſtuff; Signed.in behalf of himſelf and 
s his brothers, CyarLEs Davseny.” No one 


n plan of an arbitration is delivered to him immediately from 
« C. D, as the only one which can be adopted in juſtice to 
a C. D, or which can tend to the effectual vindication of T. 
M. 's character; to which conſequently Mr. M. is deſired to 
« give a decifive and immediate anſwer, The plan for arbi- 
« tration is as follows: That Mr. M., according to his late 
« propoſal through the Rey. H. S., chooſe one impartial gen- 
x tleman, C. D. another, and theſe two fix upon a third as 
« umpire; that Mr. M. proceed to ſubſtantiate his charges 
x againſt C. D. by ſuch proof as would be deemed valid in 2 
« court of law, (it having been alledged that Mr, M. has ſuch 
r proof to bring, and he having actually commenced an action 
« againſt C. D. for the purpoſe oſ bringing that proof forward) 
= 20d againft che other Me. D's with ſuch proof as the arbi- 
4 trators ſhall deem ſatisfactory; That the Meſſ. D. ſhall then 
4 be called upon to ſubſtantiate by evidence ſatisfactory to the 
et arbitrators, whatever charges Mr. M. ſhall have proved to 
« have been made againſt him by them; and ſhall then proceed 
« to ſtate whatever doubts they may entertain, or whatever ob- 
t jections they may have to make to any part of Mr. M.'s 
« conduct; and to ſubſtantiate what they may advance againſt 
« him by ſuch proofs as ſhall be ſatisfactory to the arbitrators; 
4 That the evidence on both fides ſhall be fairly brought forth, 
e and the parties examined face to face, and ſuch queſtions 
< put, as ſhall be judged by the arbitrators to be proper and 
« neceſſary to the full inveſtigation of the ?ruth. And finally, 
« that the arbitrators ſhall be called upon by either party to 
ec pronounce judgment under their hands upon each charge, as 
« 1t ſhall be ſubſtantiated, and that a copy of the faid judg- 
| G4 | « ment 


| 
| 
| 
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win wonder that I did not return an anſwer, but 
continued to praceed according to my own ideas, 
and the advice of my beſt friends, to ſeek re; 


- ment ſhall be delivered into the hands of each contending 


« party. To this propoſition, of a nature calculated to anfwer 
cc the purpoſe of Dr. B.'s original challenge to Meſſrs. D., on 
« behalf of his friend T. M., namely, that of giving him an 
ce opportunity of entering upon his vindication, Mr, M. is 
ct now dixectly called upon, and of neceſſity ſo called upon, 


. in conſequence of Dr. B.'s derelifion, to expreſs his aſſent, 


te objections to, if any, or his refuſal of, as he ſhall be diſ- 


e poſed, T, M. being hereby given further to underſtand 


te copy of the example ſet him hy his friend Dr. B., deſert the 
« ſcheme of arbitration propoſed to him, and ſhut the matter 


Le up by confining himſelf to a filent reſerve on the ſubject; 


« the Meflrs. I), will conſider ſuch conduct as a refuſal on 


c his part, and feel themſelves fully juſtified in proceeding to 


be avail themſelves of every opportunity ta ſtate the character 


| of Mr. M. thus at iſſue with their own, in its proper colors, 


« to any perſon, to whom they have reaſon to believe, or ſhall 


« hereafter learn, the ſubjeR has been introduced by Mr, M.; 
e partigularly to the. joint friends of themſelves and of Mir. 


4 Meade, and to thoſe zealous adyocatey of his, who have 


| not been deficient in induſtry to relate the ſtory in a manner 
be reflecting upon the conduct of the Meſſrs, D. towards Mre 


« M. as injurious to his character, and unwarrantable in them; 
« at the ſame time aſcribing the conduct of the Meſſrs, D. on | 
Fe this occaſion to motives unworthy of them. beg 
Signed in behalf of himſelf and brothers, 
„ CHARLES DAUBENY,” 


dreſs 
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.drefs in the only way, in which I was likely to 
obtain it, 

At length Mr. C. D. and his bene began 
to feel uneaſy; and though they had hitherto 
vapoured, and pretended * to defire nothing 
te more, than to meet Mr. Meade in the face of 
« a public court,“ they grew fick of the buſi- 
neſs as the time drew near, and made repeated 
applications to ſet it aſide. But it was now too 
late; they had in the moſt infidious and inſulting 
manner eluded the propoſal of arbitration, when 
it came from me, and they were deſtined in their- 
turn to ſue in vain, I faw no reaſon why, after 
having collected my evidence, and been at avaſt 
deal of expence and trouble in preparing for a 
trial, I ſhould, in compliment to the Meſſrs. D., 
diſappoint the expectations of my friends, be- 
ſides the riſque of having all to go over again 
with accumulated coſts and inconvenience. 
Too the gentlemen who brought me the laſt 
propoſal, and who on their own account, as well 
as from their manner of addreſſing me, were 
intitled to every mark of reſpect, I took pains 
to repreſent. the danger and impoſſibility of my 
retreating in the laſt ſtage of the bufineſs, two 
days only before the trial. But that I made no 


pſe of the expreſſions which Mr. Daubeny in 
his pamphlet, p. 133, has attributed to me, 


8 that 


4 — 
r . * 2 — 


| 
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& that T could not ſay how far my revenge might 
te carry me,” the following letter from the Rev, 
| . Bawbridgs will ſhew. 


3 T8462.) 


Wickham, Nov. 4, 1793. 


4 J do not recollect the exact words you 
es uſed; but I remember, to me they conveyed 
« a very different idea from the words Mr. Dau- 
beny aſſerts you made uſe of. I underſtood 
& you d;ſdlaiming revenge, but acknowledged great 
15 . r e 


- # Your. fincere and affectionate friend, | 
# HENRY SAWBRIDGE,” 


| | 


1 have: now gone through with all that ap- 
pears neceſſary in reply to Mr. Cha. Daubeny's 
extraordinary pamphlet; and though I have 
ſtudied conciſeneſs as much as poſſible, I am 
ſenſible how much reaſon I have to apologize 
for having treſpaſſed ſo far upon the reader's 
patience. I can, at leaſt with equal truth, re- 
peat Mr. C. Daubeny's own words, © that ] have 
wot ſaid all that is to be ſaid, nor proved all that is 
* 10 
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to be proved; but I truſt I have both ſaid and 
proved enough. It is the firſt time I have ever 
written for the public eye; and it is my with, 
that I may never have the like occafion to trou- 
ble it again. But it was my duty, and I hope 
I ſhall never want ſpirit, to ſtand forth in vindi- 
cation of what is dearer to me than life, my 
good name. 

That my opponent's time 1054 thoughts may 
henceforth, as he ſays, be occupied with better 
ſubjects, is devoutly to be wiſhed, both for the 
honor of his profeſſion, and for the peace of all 


thoſe who may have to do with him. But. 


ſhould he again be diſpoſed to vent his ſpleen 
in abuſe, it is hoped the reader will be prepared 
to treat it with the deſerved contempt, and to 
725 me in doing the ſame. 


THOMAS MEADE. 
Heddington December, 1793. 


1 have been defired by a diſtant worthy 


friend to take ſome ſpecial notice of what is 
ſaid in Mr. C. D.'s pamphlet, p. 15, concerning 
my having promiſed Mr, James D. to ſhew him 


the will left at Eaſtwell. This has occafioned 


me to write the following 


POSTSCRIPT, 


\ 


FN 


„ 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Tus facts, as well as J can recolle&, * 
wan: When Mr. James D. and I met at Hard- 
wicke, it was the firſt time we had ſeen each 
other ſince his ſiſter's death. ' Both were greatly 


affected, and drowned in tears. What ſeemed 


to diſtreſs him moſt, was the apprehenſion that 
his ſiſter, offended at the part he had lately taken 


in ſome family diſputes, had ceaſed to love him 


as well as formerly. Little did I think at that 
time, that it was not the loſs of his fiſter's 
affection, but of her money, that he deplored.* 

I therefore ſet myſelf to ſooth and canfole him 
by aſſurances, which were literally true, that 
his fifter's affectionate regard for her brothers 
had continued the ſame to the laſt. To con-: 
vince him of this, I urged the kind expreffions 
ſhe had uſed in that ſketch of a will, which I 
had drawn up for her under her directions in 
Ireland. This led him to mention the will ſhe 
had left at Eaſtwell; and I, unconſcious of ill, 

and ſuſpecting none, for his comfort told him, 


that if T had it at Eaſtwell, I would gladly ſhew 


him both the ſketch, and the Nin he had men- 


At that very time, aids fears and kadbiy; he was 
«© treaſuting up my words (fo 2 
as they might become a ſubject of future diſcuſſion.” - - 


tioned 


þ 4 1 1 
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tioned, or any thing elſe that would gratify him. 
This was far different from the abſolute ptomiſe, 

with which 1 was afterwards charged, and which 
I meant to diſclaim, when I id" in my letter 
to him, in April 179m, that 7 neither did nor could 
promiſe it; I had been at Eaſtwell a few motithis' 
before, whither I went from the''Houſes' of my 
wife's. brothers and relations, without having 
heard the leaſt breath or whiſper, tkat might pdr 
me on my guard. Being about to gd abroad, 

with a deſign never to reſide at Eaſtwell again, I 
examined all my books of account, letters, and 
papers, and reſerving thoſe only whieh I thought 
of importance; I cauſed them to be packed up! 
in trunks and cheſts, which I can prove were 
never opened by me till after my return from 
Ireland, in Auguſt 179 T. Impatient to finiſh ſo 
diſtreſſing a work, and difordered both in body 
and mind, it was not eaſy for me to recollect 
particularly what papers had been put by. 


Happy ſhould I now be, if the old will had 


eſcaped the fate of thoſe papers, which were 
burnt as uſeleſs. But no candid perſon will 
think, that it muſt of neceſſity have occurred to 
me to preſerve a cancelled will, as a ſecurity 
againſt unheard of charges, and ſuſpicions, of 


which I could have no idea. For I imagined, 
as every diſpaſſionate perſon has done, that in 


ms 


* 


A, 7 FF 


= 
— — — 


( 110) 
me alone were united every claim of law, juſtice; 
and equity to the little my wife had to diſpoſe of, 
and that her brothers were equally ſenſible of it. 
And that nothing paſſed in the conference at 
Hardwicke to undeceive me, will plainly appear 


from the following letter written to me by 02 


James n, 


May, 1789 © 
My Dzar Tow; | | 8 rf 7 9 | 
| Yours which I have juſt received I'1 
anſwer immediately; and I mean to do it in a 


manner the moſt explicit, becauſe I'm not con- 


ſcious of having advanced any ſentiment on the 
fubje&, that I would wiſh either to ſuppreſs or 
palliate, I am ſorry the diſcuſhon you allude 
to has taken place at all, beeauſe it is but too 
apparent, that it was carried on with lefs temper 
and diſcretion, than the delicacy of the ſubject 
required, If however my brother choſe to 
enter upon it, he ſhould have given you his 
own ideas, without any reference to what he 


ſuppoſed were either Jack's or mine, If he 
ſuggeſted it as our opinion, that Mary had 


been unjuſt, or that you had prompted her to an 
a& of injuſtice, he was not warranted in the 
allegation, I apprehend, by any expreſſions of 
ours. There could be no injuſtice, where there 


* « 5 9 17 - : 
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was no legal claim; and there could be none in 
the caſe before us, as the diſpoſing power was 
ſolely and abſolutely veſted in my fiſter, But 
though we had no legal claim to. any part of 
her property, yet I cannot help obſerving, that 


we had all of us formed certain reverſionary ex- 


pectations, which have not been gratiſied; and 
as I do not. mean to conceal what our real opi- 
nions have been, it is fit that I ſhould ſtate them 
candidly before you, that you may ſee they 
were not altogether viſionary. When your mar- 
riage took place, Charles and myſelf were to- 
gether at Brighton, On, our return we were 
given to underſtand, that Mary had reſerved to 
herſelf a portion of her fortune; not, as you 
ſuggeſt, from a motive of , caution. reſpecting 
her huſband, for in him ſhe had ever placed the 
moſt implicit confidence ; but as ſhe expreſsly 
avowed, that ſhe might have it in her power 
to reward the attachment of her brothers, if 
their future conduct ſhould render them deſery- 
ing of it.“ After ſuch a declaration, it was 


This was certainly a miſtake; as it millitates not only 
with her repeated declarations to her moſt confidential inti- 
mates, (ſee the letters before cited from Mrs. Lyte, Mrs. 


Gunning, Kc.) but with the ſettlement itſelf, by which, ac- = 
cording to her expreſs dĩrections, the money was to veſt in 


der buſband, not her brothers, in caſe ſhe died without a will. 


natural | 
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- Hatitfal for us to expect, that our children at 


leaſt might eventually be benefited by the dif: 
pofition of what was thus reſerved; and we 
were farther encouraged in the indulgence of 
thoſe ſentiments, by reflecting on my fiſter's 


* frequent intimations of her having diſpoſed of 


+S 


her effects by will, which they concluded it 


was needleſs to ſpecify, unleſs they had been 


more particularly intereſted in the event. If 


I have ſtated this tranſaction as it really hap- 
pened, which 1 am ſure I have to the beſt of 
my knowledge, I would afk either of thoſe 
friends whom you mention as my fiſter's con- 
fidants, whether or no we had not reaſon to 
expect, that ſhe would have made ſome reſerve 
in our favor; unleſs it could be proved, what 
is not I think to be preſumed, either that there 
was a manifeſt abatement of brotherly love 
towards one, who was far, very far, from me- 
riting it of us; of, what would be as difficult 
of proof, that all her brothers“ families were in 


ſuch affluent circumſtances, as to render any 


addition to them burdenſome and unneceſſary.“ 
From what I have faid you will conclude we 


. What the though of this marter, is explained in Mrs. 
Lyte's letter, p. 12; and Mrs. Gunning's, p. 16. 


Were. 
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were diſappointed; but you are not to infer 
from thence any thing diſreſpectful to you, or 
injurious to the memory of out * fiſſter, We 
loved her with too much unfeigned affection, 
to reflect on her now ſhe is gone; and I am 
convitiped in my own mind, that ſhe was as 
warttily attached to her brothers, though ſhe 
faw reaſon to deviate from her original inten- 
tions in the diſpoſal of what ſhe had reſerved. 
Having explained myſelf thus fully, and as I 
hope for the laſt time, on this ſubject, I have 
only to add, what I wiſh moſt fervently, that 
whatever furmiſes may have atiſen in the hearts 
of any of us, they may from henceforth give 
Place to ſotnething better; and that brotherly 
loye may continue to our life's end. We de- 
pend on ſeeing you in your way to London; 
whether you go vid Stratton, or vid Bath, the 
difference is ſo ſmall, that we truſt you will 
think it none. You will diſappoint us much 
by quitting the kingdom without a call, how- 
ever ſhort. Helen joins me in this requeſt, as 


the ties "a affectionate wiſhes wg 
am cog ln : bank 
Your friend and brother, 
J. D. 


May 13. pq 
F H | Let 
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letter, aſk, himſelf, whether it can be beheved, 


( 114 by 
Leet any candid man, who reads the ſoregoſag 


that Mr. Jaz D, had, already entered upon this 
ſuhject with me five, or fix, weeks before? There 
is not a word in it that alludes to a former e- 
planation; not a hint of doubts alxeady expreſſed 

or promiſes, given; not the ſwalleſt inquiry about 
the old will, or expectation af ſeeing t. On 
the contrary, he wiſhes that the ſubject may be 


diſmiſſed for ever, and that nothing but bro. 


therly love may continue. In truth Mr, Ja, D. 
mult himfelf be ſatisſtod, hoth that I did not 
underſtand, nor did he deſigu in his interview 
with me to gonveꝝ, apy ſuſpicions, that reflected 
on my honqt and integrity; He expteſſad ple · 
ſure to fee, ' as, a,conſaling object, a paper, with 
a fight of which I was equally defirous to gratify 
him. Aud thus the matter: reſted for near two 
years, during the, chief part; of ; which, J was 
abroad. And it is probable, that the: above, xt 
cited kind and affeQianage.. letter of Mx. Ia. D 
was in ſome degree, the nagans of my forgettipg 


the ſubject, which I abſolutely did until it came 


round to me as oge of the charges circulated by 
Mr, C. Di in mom * me. 
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